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Brown’s ‘work-creation’ 
policy: no more than hot air 


Once again, a budget is presented as an 
inducement to people to return to work, but 
once again nothing is done to ensure that there 
is work available for those people in every area 
of the land. It is assumed by the Chancellor and 
his Government that all that is needed to create 
work for all who want it is monetary incentives 
and good intentions. But when it comes to 
providing the basic industrial infra-structure 
required to make full employment a reality, 
there is no sign of a policy at all. 

With Britain’s leaders of industry, last 
month’s budget has met with little enthusiasm. 
With a rapidly rising Pound, exports are 
becoming ever dearer and imports ever cheaper. 
Leading economist Roger Bootle warned last 
month that sterling — at its highest for nine 
years — remained ‘ludicrously overvalued’, 
which could spell disaster for industry. Michael 
Robson, president ofthe UK Steel Association 
and commercial director of British Steel, said 
the strong Pound was destroying jobs. And he 
went on:- 


“It takes you years to get export 
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business, and you can lose that business 
in two or three minutes. The UK steel 
industry is hanging on to its customers 
but it’s taken the pain on the margins. 
‘‘This involves a progressive and 
significant loss of jobs, both inside the 
steel industry and, I believe, also inside 
UK manufacturing.’’ 


All of which is, of course, inevitable under 
the present global system. As long asanation’s 
industry is as export-dependent as Britain’s 
is, any significant rise in the value of the 
Pound is going to hit business badly. And 
even without such a rise, we are in a quite 
impossible position anyway in having to 
compete with the industries of the ‘tiger’ 
economies of Asia. While the average monthly 
pay of the British industrial worker is £1,842, 
those of workers in Asia are: Singapore £822; 
Hong Kong £704; Taiwan £650; South Korea 
£522; Malaysia £170; Thailand £67; Red 
China £39 and Indonesia a mere £13! 

The rise in the Pound merely loads the dice 
just a few notches further against Britain in a 
game which she cannot possibly win — given 
the maintenance of the present international 
trade system. 

The answer? Close the British market for 
manufactured produce against foreign imports 
and expand home industry to cater for all 
domestic needs. Britain would then need to 
export only a fraction of the goods she now 
needs to export to survive. As our dependence 
on exports was reduced, so would fluctuations 
in the value of the Pound on world markets 
affect us only mimimally — that is, assuming 
that no additional steps were taken to control 
movements of British money overseas, as 
could and should be done by the action of 
British government. 

All this boils down to a simple, elementary 
need: a nationalist economic policy instead of 
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Gordon Brown — Britain’s Iron Chancellor? 


an internationalist policy —a change which of 
course no Labour (or Tory) Government will 
adopt. But until such a policy is adopted, all 
talk of getting the idle population in Britain 
back to work is just hot air. 


New Labour ‘moves on’ 


In a note of obvious triumph, The 
Independent of March 19th splashed a big 
headline across its front page proclaiming 
‘End of the male breadwinner’. Underneath 
was a report of a Government Green Paper 
which is clearly intended to push forward yet 
further the frontiers of political correctness in 
its drive for greater equality in employment. 
The report went on to quote from a keynote 
speech made to academics at York University 
by Social Security Secretary Harriet Harman, 
who said to the assembled company:- 


‘*Key factors taken for granted in post-war 
society cannot be taken for granted in the 
nineties. 

“In the days of Attlee and Beveridge, 
male employment was the norm. When 
Beveridge set out his plans for the welfare 
state, he did so on the basis that most 
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women gave up ‘gainful occupation’ when 
they got married and undertook instead ‘to 
perform vital unpaid service’.’’ 


Miss Harman went on to quote Beveridge:- 


‘*In the next 30 years, housewives and 
mothers have vital work to do in ensuring 
the adequate continuance of the British 
face.” 


And she added:- 


‘*Today, in most quarters at any rate, we 
have moved on. Our goal is employability 
for men and women.’’ 


Just what does all this waffle mean? It seems 
to mean that people like Lord Beveridge were 
so backward in their thinking as to believe it 
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desirable that British women produce plenty 
of British children, and that to that purpose 
they should be freed as far as possible from the 
burdens of work outside the home so that they 
may be able to give their whole time and 
attention to the tasks of motherhood. That, 
according to Miss Harman, is a custom from 
which, in the 1990s, ‘‘we have moved on.’’ In 
other words, in these much more enlightened 
and progressive times we have abandoned the 
idea that the present generation has a duty to 
ensure its replenishment by the adequate 
breeding of future generations. That, it appears, 
is no longer a matter of any great importance. 

The result of this ‘moved-on’ thinking is of 
course that Britain’s birthrate over the past 
couple of decades has been so low that the 
nation simply is not reproducing itself. One 
by-product of this — an inevitable one, if you 
think about it for just a few seconds — is that 
the population is becoming increasingly older 
and we have therefore an increasing social 
burden in the way of support of the elderly. 
This new, though wholly predictable, 
phenomenon is now causing politicians like 
Miss Harman growing concern. But perish the 
thought that those politicians might wake up 
and concede that, perhaps, Lord Beveridge 
had a point! 

None of this is to suggest that barriers to 
employment should be placed in the way of 
women who genuinely want work and who are 
mentally and physically equipped to perform 
what work is on offer. 

But it does mean that an economy in which 
women are engaged in employment in exactly 
equal numbers to men, and are presumed to be 
able to do equally effectively all the jobs that 
men are able to do, is most definitely not either 
a social or national ideal and should not be a 
social or national aim. 

It also means that the custom of the male as 
family breadwinner remains — at least in the 


the 


average and ideal British family — as sound 
a custom today as ever it was in the past. 

But of course, we would not expect 
Independent headline-writers to understand 
this, would we? 


WWI pardons: 
justice or politics? 

A Ministry of Defence review of cases of 
307 soldiers shot for desertion and cowardice 
in World War I is likely to recommend that 
their sentences stand. 

This will be a blow for no less than eight 
Labour Cabinet Ministers who voted in the 
Commons two years ago for a blanket pardon 
for the men. 

It will also — unless its finding is reversed 
— be a rare (in these times) victory for 
traditional values and common sense. 

For some time, the Royal British Legion 
(who should know better) has been arguing 
that the men should be pardoned posthumously 
because many were suffering at the time from 
what we now know as post-traumatic stress 
syndrome. They have had the backing of a 
great number of Labour MPs and a few Tory 
ones. 

The pretext for the pardon is that the military 
authorities which passed these sentences were 
not sufficiently aware of the stress factors 
involved, and that where there might have 
been an awareness those factors were not 
taken into account, as they should have been. 
It is claimed that general awareness on the 
subject has subsequently been much increased 
through studies and research. 

Here is just one more example of the 
politically correct tendency to attribute to our 
ancestors both ignorance and callousness in 
making decisions incomprehensible to our 
present ‘touchy-feely’ generation. 

In fact, commanders of armies have known 
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very well since ancient times that there are 
factors of stress in battle which can break the 
spirit and fighting resolve of some men not 
normally given to cowardly behaviour. 
Contrary to supposition, these factors were 
known to army chiefs in 1914-18. 

The difference was that those chiefs also 
understood and accepted that stress cannot be 
accepted as a defence of cowardice or desertion 
in wartime. If it were, the floodgates would be 
opened and every contemptible little funk, 
shirker and yellow-belly would seize upon the 
‘stress’ argument to justify leaving his comrades 
in the lurch when the going got hot. 

Most of us have to contend with stress in our 
lives, and a measure of our character is how we 
cope with it. The men who fought in the First 
World War were no exception to the rule. The 
vast majority coped and stayed at their posts as 
ordered. 

Why, eighty years afterwards, should their 
courage be devalued by pardoning the tiny 
minority who did not? 

The answer to this question lies not in any 
new-fangled ‘science’ or ‘enlightenment’ 
concerning the pressures in question but in the 
fact that political power and influence are in 
new hands, with a new agenda. The soldierly 
qualities that helped to make Britain a great 
nation are to be belittled and, as soon as 
possible, cast into the dustbin. ‘Cool Britannia’, 
the ‘feminised culture’ that is the present order 
of the day must replace them. 

And that is what the campaign to secure 
pardons for the executed men is all about. 

It is not a campaign aiming at ‘justice’ — 
though many naive people supporting it may 
well sincerely believe it to be so. 

It is a campaign with an underlying political 
purpose. That eight members of the present 
Labour Cabinet support it should cause us no 
surprise. 

For they would, wouldn’t they? 


The nationalist challenge to conservatism — France today, Britain tommorrow? 


A Norman history lesson 


Matthew d’Ancona (Com- 
ment, March 1) quotes Clin- 
ton’s advice to Blair: ‘‘Never 
forget the voters who voted 
for you for the first time.”’ 
Margaret Thatcher never 
did. In consequence she 
polled at successive elec- 
tions 13-7 million, 13 million 
and 13-8 million votes. In the 
face of the unelectable Kin- 
nock’s second bid for power 
in 1992 John Major polled 


14-1 million. Sadly, Major 
forgot both those who had 
voted for him for the first 
time and those who had 
voted three times for Marga- 
ret Thatcher. 

Mr d’Ancona seems to 
favour shifting the appeal of 
the Conservative Party to 
attract interest groups who 
do not share the traditional 
ethos and have never voted 
Conservative. 


Such a shift has very big 
risks. Last year’s election 
was lost because 4:5 million 
regular Tory voters either 
stayed at home or defected to 
Eurosceptic parties. The Lib- 
eral Democrat vote fell by 
800,000 and New Labour 
recovered from the Kinnock 
effect to attract just 400,000 
more votes than Harold Wil- 
son’s 43-1 million in 1966 
(despite 7-8 million extra 


electors) or 400,000 short of 
Attlee’s 13-9 million in 1951. 

If the Conservative Party 
now refashions itself to 
attract those who do not 
share the values on which 
the Thatcherite revolution 
was based, the 4:5 million 
Tory voters who went walk- 
about will become perma- 
nently estranged from the 
party and be joined by many 
others too. Such a block of 


six or seven million, in a 
world of tax-funded political 
parties and proportional rep- 
resentation. would represent 
a threat to the very existence 
of a Tory Party which orien- 
tated its policies to the carni- 
val-goers of Notting Hill 
rather than to the marchers 
of the Countryside Alliance. 

(Lord) Tebbit 

House of Lords 

London SW1 


The overseas news pages of the broadsheet newspapers were dominated throughout the middle of March by the way in which post-election 
negotiations and local alliances between the French conservative parties and the Front National were tearing the non-nationalist right apart. 


There is, warned the Guardian and the Observer, a very real possibili 


FN as the dominant force. 


ty that the conservative parties could break up completely, leaving the 


While no such drama is in the offing on this side of the Channel at the moment, this interesting letter from Norman Tebbitt to the Sunday 
Telegraph of 15th March provides a glimpse of how things could change in'the future. This is just one more of the many straws in the wind 
which herald a time of unrivalled opportunity for a serious, level-headed, hard-working nationalist movement in Britain. 
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TOTAL SUCCESS! 


Great day for the BNP at the rally where 
the silent majority finally found its voice 
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in its most ambitious ever 
publicity operation 
outside of election times, 
the BNP set out to 
distribute a specially 
produced broadsheet, 
British Countryman, to 
demonstators at the huge 
Countryside Rally in 
London on March ‘st 


“Are we in the right 
country?” was a question 
heard by BNP members 
travelling on several 
provincial coaches as 
they drove through the 
streets of London 


Right: Protesters from 
Scotiand take-copies of 
British Countryman from 
Richard Edmunds and his 
South East London team 


Everybody’s reading 
what the BNP has to 
say to the people of 

rural Britain. 


With 286,000 marchers 
arriving in the capital 
over five hours, those 


or” => y * >| ee i, i : ‘Ss who had set off early 
Mp cz, ones) pce tee ee * were going home while 
: ! H tit . I tl tg! be Ley yh, Beall gr Ags. late-comers were still 
| Ty ie * v° ae R aay «arriving. The BNP team 
| 4 at one coach park even 
a... 2 met up with 


enthusiastic people 
they had leafletted 
hours earlier. Several 
of them recognised 
British Countryman’s 
editor Nick Griffin from 
his photo in the paper, 
and thanked him for 
expressing their 
concerns so well 
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ape = ws 2s After reading British 
| . > : id. Countryman on the 
— > > Bs eee © tube journey into 


- soe Central London, a 
5 oo significant number of 

demonstrators looked 
for ways to show how 
much they agreed with 
the British National 
Party. Some displayed 
British Countryman on 
their placards, many 
others marched with 
copies tucked into 
hatbands 


The BNP teams got the 
best response from 
marchers from the 
West Country, and 
from areas in the 
Midlands and the North 
near to multi-racial 
towns and cities 


Hour after hour, the good- 
natured, but determined, 
marchers poured through 
Central London. The 
Government promptly 
made various cosmetic 
concessions, but the 
threats to rural life which 
led so many to march will 
not go away. When Blair 
& Co. stab them in the 
back again, these people 
will get very angry. 
Farmers in particular have 
their backs to the wall 


March 1st 1998 was only 
an opening skirmish ina 
political war which has 
hardly started yet. For one 
Sunday at least, though, 
the streets of London 
belonged once again to 
the people of Britain. This 
was our day! 


In a well-planned and tightly co-ordinated operation, seven teams of BNP activists 

handed out 30,000 copies of British Countryman. Telephone enquiries on the special 
Countryman Hotline began that evening, and are still coming in as we go to press. Many 
more marchers — including farmers, housewives, students, blacksmiths and schoolgirls — 
have written in to find out more about the BNP. Perhaps more important still, an 

estimated 60,000 readers now know that the party speaks for them, as well as for the 

white second-class citizens of the inner cities. The seeds planted on March 1st will sprout 
and bear fruit for years to come. Congratulations to all concerned! 

LL ILE A TO LTT LT TS ETE TLE LEE DAT SESE TETAS DE ETT PR otos Haul Willams & Sa qaoy 
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MOSLEY: RECORD NO 
STRAIGHTER AFTER LATEST 
TELEVISION SERIES 


JOHN TYNDALL comments on the Channel Four 
docudrama and other current chatter about 
Britain’s one-time Fascist leader 


LET MEstraightaway declare any interest 
I might have in respect of this subject. I 
have never been a member of the Oswald 
Mosley fan club — not at least in the 
adulatory way of Mosley’s closest followers 
and admirers. I do believe that his analysis 
of what was wrong in the Britain of the 
1930s was substantially correct and that 
the policies he then advanced to deal with 
our national problems had much to 
commend them at the time, particularly in 
the economic field. On the other hand, the 
tactics that he used to promote those policies 
can be seen with hindsight to have been 
faulty. The blackshirt, the fascist salute 
and the close identification first with 
Mussoliniand later with Hitler were errors 
that cost him a good deal of support and 
played into the hands of his opponents. 

In his post-war political thinking Mosley 
went completely offthe rails with his advocacy 
of ‘Europe a Nation’. It seemed quite 
extraordinary that a man who had shown such 
a lucid mind in formulating the ideas he did in 
the earlier days of his career should have then 
opted for such amonumental non-starter. The 
Union of Europe has now, several decades on 
from the time when Mosley first began 
declaring for it, been utterly discredited in the 
rough crucible of experience. I am not 
impressed by his supporters’ claim that his 
idea of European Union was different from 
the one that has come to pass in our times; 
maybe it was, but that is to get into an argument 
which confuses the wood from the trees. A 
single Europe — whether run by bureaucrats 
and bankers out of material greed or by people 
with some loftier vision in mind — does not 
work and is becoming increasingly 
unacceptable to the peoples of Europe. Many 
of us knew back in the 1950s and 1960s that 
this would prove to be the case; but the 
Mosleyites would not listen to us. 

Sir Oswald Mosley was aman who possessed 
to an exceptional degree that indefinable but 
nevertheless instantly recognisable quality 

called ‘charisma’, and this was particularly 
the case when he was on the platform at the 
great public meetings that he addressed in the 
1930s. Charisma should never be 
underestimated as a valuable attribute of 
leadership; those who most readily decry it 
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seem usually to be the kinds of people most 
lacking themselves in any quality that excites 
notice, interest, admiration, enthusiasm or 
loyalty. The manifest greyness of our present 


crop of politicians is a phenomenon not 


unconnected with the dismal political doctrines 
for which they stand and the drab, desolate 
country that they have created. 

At the same time, there is the danger that an 
unusual display of charisma in an individual 
can attract a slavish category of follower, won 
over essentially to the glamour of the person 
rather than the soundness or otherwise of the 
ideas he represents. I always found a much 
higher-than-average portion of people like 


Actor Jonathan Cake as Mosley 


this among Mosley’s supporters: the types 
who would almost be prepared to march off a 
high clifftop if he had given them the order to 
do so — which, in the political sense, was 
exactly what he finally did. 

All of us wise to the machinations of the 
mass media must have been deeply sceptical 
when it was announced back in January that 
there was to be a four-part TV series on 
Mosley which had angered sections of the 
Jewish community by portraying him in too 


‘human’ a light, The scepticism was 
compounded by the knowledge that two 
members of that community, Laurence Marks 
and Maurice Gran, were the producers. Just 
what were we in for? ; 

It turned out that what we were in for was a 
thoroughly third-rate production, appallingly 
stagedand acted and withno sense of proportion 
as to the importance of the various stages of 
Mosley’s political career. Three episodes were 
occupied by his travels through the Tory and 
Labour Parties, the third ending with his brief 
attempt to launch an alternative in the form of 
the soon-aborted ‘New Party’, a movement 
founded on nationalist ideas but built on the 
delicate shoulders of people who really 
belonged to the old bourgeois world of British 
politics and mostly melted away soon 
afterwards at the first whiff ofmedia ostracism, 
electoral failure and red thuggery. 


Attractive 

But the dominating theme of these three 
episodes was not the metamorphosis of 
Mosley’s political outlook but his disposition 
towards bedroom frolics. Not even Mosley’s 
most loyal acolytes will claim that he was a 
total saint in sexual matters. He was attractive 
to women and, in turn, was attracted by them. 
He had a lot of free time and the money to 
indulge his tastes. Yet by the norms of his class 
in the 1920s and 1930s his amorous activities 
were unexceptional. Had they been otherwise, 
the establishment that was implacably opposed 
to him would have made much more of them in 
its controlled media than it did. The reputation 
of Mosley as big-time philanderer really 
became popular copy after the revelations of 
his first son Nicholas many years after his 
fascist period. Nicholas Mosley, who gave 
considerable assistance to the makers of the 
recent series, supported his father’s politics in 
his younger days. After the war he turned 
increasingly against him — a fact perhaps not 
unconnected with his desire to make a career 
as awriter in an industry completely dominated 
by liberals and anti-fascists. 

Pictures of Mosley Jnr., together with a TV 
interview with him shortly before the series 
began, show him to share much of the physical 
stature and facial features of his father but 
without anything like the latter’s force of 
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character — an inheritance perhaps owed in 
large part to his mother, Sir Oswald’s first wife 
Cynthia, a woman who appears to have 
possessed admirable human qualities of love, 
kindness and loyalty but lacked the tough 
realism to understand the political era into 
which she was born and the hard decisions it 
demanded. . 

The Mosley shown throughout these three 
episodes and the final, fascist, one that followed 
was essentially a playboy, a lounge-lizard 
whose political statements were all posture, a 
shallow, hugely vain lightweight who never 
would have embroiled himself in the flames of 
controversy, least of all exposed himself to the 
immense dangers, that the real Mosley did. 

The real Mosley was no lightweight but one 
ofthe most formidable British political figures 
of this or any other century. That he was in 
some ways flawed was undeniable, but the 
purpose of this series was clearly to magnify 
his flaws and play down his proven virtues. It 
represented perhaps a new technique in media 
brainwashing — or should I say a revival ofa 
very old one? — to diminish the man as a 
means of diminishing his political message. 
This has been done with many others out of 
step with the 20th century zeitgeist but it is the 
first time I can recall it being done with Mosley. 
Messrs. Marks & Gran may have displeased 
some of their kinfolk in their choice of tactics 
but had they deviated in the fundamental 
objectives being pursued we can be quite sure 
that their production would never have got 
beyond the scriptwriting stage. 


Glimpses of the real man 

Some glimpses of the actual Mosley case 
were allowed in the film, albeit delivered by 
actor Jonathan Cake with a constantly 
supercilious sneer and hammy gesture 
guaranteed to grate with the viewer. Mosley’s 
tired old men of conventional British politics 
without a single idea were shown for exactly 
what they were: tired old men without a single 
idea. Marks & Gran’s Ramsay MacDonald 
was a decent, pleasant and kindly but totally 
ineffectual old buffer whose leadership of the 
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Labour Party was a joke — as indeed was the 
case with the original. When Mosley put 
forward a policy to solve the unemployment 
problem by a combination of Keynesian 
finance and nationalist trade practices, the 
reactionaries in the Labour Party, led by 
Chancellor Snowden, dismissed this as 
unsound book-keeping — instead putting their 
faith in the coming of an economic upturn 
when Negroes could be persuaded in the 
millions to buy British-made bicycles. Mosley 
scorned this woolly thinking in the film just as 
he did as amember of the Labour Government 
of his time. Portrayals of this debate were 
reasonably honest and accurate but its 
seriousness was undermined when the young 
shining star of the party was shown shortly 
afterwards undressing for action with the wife 
of one of his friends. 

Previously, in his Tory phase, Mosley had 
been pictured attacking the operations of the 
Black and Tans in Ireland. His supporters can 
hardly complain of this because the picture 
was pretty close to historical fact —as admitted 
by Mosley himself in his autobiography My 
Life (Nelson, 1968). Whether, as depicted in 
the film, he actually was given the hero’s 
treatment in an Irish pub to the accompaniment 
of songs glorifying the IRA, it cannot be 
denied that his campaign over Ireland provided 
most welcome comfort and encouragement to 
that murdering gang. As with his later crusade 
for European Union, Mosley’s endorsement 
of the cause of Irish Nationalism revealed an 
inexplicable aberration in his thought 
processes. It should have been possible to 
condemn Black and Tans excesses where they 
actually occurred without repudiating the 
essential purpose of their presence in Ireland: 
the suppression of terrorism and the 
maintenance of order in what was then still a 
part of the British Empire — a cause to which, 
up to his imprisonment in 1940, Mosley 
claimed to be a dedicated champion. 

The film’s producers got close to the truth 
when they showed a scene from one of the 
final meetings of the short-lived New Party in 
which Mosley and his associates were violently 


TV proposal could silence BNP 


By BERNARD JOSEPHS 


ties, the suggestion is that the 
threshold for general election 


proposals — currently at the con- 
sultation stage — would make it 


Plans likely to stop far-right 
groups such as the British National 
Party from qualifying for televised 
political broadcasts have received a 
mixed reception from the Board of 
Deputies. 

New restrictions proposed by the 
BBC and independent broadcast- 
ers would restrict political broad- 
casts to election time. 

More importantly for fringe p i- 


broadcasts be raised from 50 candi- 
dates to 110. 

At the last general election, the 
BNP just managed to reach the 
existing qualifying standard. 

The content of the broadcast by 
party leader John Tyndall attracted 
protests by the Board and a num- 
ber of anti-racist groups. 

Board spokesman  Méichael 
Whine was encouraged that the 


“impossible for right-wing extrem- 
ists to find enough candidates for a 
broadcast.” 

However, he acknowledged con- 
cern that raising the threshold 
would not necessarily be good for 
democracy. 

“There may be small parties, 
such as the Greens, which will be 
deprived of the chance to put their 
message across,” he pointed out. 


“In assessing the blame for this quarrel ,” wrote Mosley of his relationship with organised 
Jewry, “it is well to be quite clear on the chronology.” Above: Jewish Chronicle report 
shows that paranoid Zionists are still inciting anti-Semitism by attacking British patriots 


attacked by a red mob. This, remember, was 
before they had adopted any of the 
paraphernalia of fascism or said a word about 
Jews or any other ethnic minorities. Their 
mere rejection of the timid and cowardly 
policies of the inept Labour-dominated 
National Government was enough to put them 
on certain people’s ‘hit list’, and this 
undoubtedly played a part in shaping the next 
phase of Mosley’s political life: his organising 
of a defence force for keeping order at his 
meetings, later to become known as the 
‘Blackshirts’. 


BUF attacked first 

In the final episode, this move was juxta- 
posed to a meeting (presumably communist) 
in a smoke-filled room in which the Jewish 
speaker proclaimed that, although Mosley 
himself had not come out with an anti-semitic 
policy, anumber of his followers were known 
to be ‘anti-semites’ and were ‘terrorising’ the 
people (for which read the Jews) of London’s 
East End. The meetings of the British Union of 
Fascists, he said, should therefore be smashed. 
In fact, no such ‘terrorising’ had taken place 
whatever; when the BUF began its campaign 
in the East End its meetings were immediately 
placed under violent attack. It was very soon 
found, as those arrested came to court, that a 
disproportionate number of the attackers (80 
per cent in Mosley’s findings) were Jewish. So 
who was terrorising whom? The film .was 
hardly honest on this point. 

In following scenes, the much-talked-about 
Olympia rally of 1934 was shown. Since 
Messrs. Marks & Gran were working on a 
budget somewhat smaller than that available 
to James Cameron in the making ofhis Titanic, 
we could hardly expect the scale of the setting 
to resemble the real thing. We might, however, 
have asked for reasonable accuracy. This was 
sadly lacking; when the big fight started and 
the Blackshirts moved in to eject the 
troublemakers, one Blackshirt was shown 
taking a razor out of his pocket while another 
was holding a knuckle-duster. Presumably 
this was put in as a sop to those who would 
have squealed in protest against a shot just 
afterwards, where a red mobster was pictured 
wielding a hefty adjustable spanner, and a 
sequel in which Mosley, in a radio interview, 
spoke of the huge armoury of vicious weapons 
that had been collected by police after their 
arrests of the anti-fascist rioters. The latter was 
not fiction but fact, as any research into police 
records will testify. As to the razor and knuckle- 
duster, Blackshirts were expressly forbidden 
by party rules to carry these or any other 
weapons on their persons. It is not 
inconceivable that the odd Blackshirt might 
have broken that rule but this does not excuse 
the film making a portrayal of the scene that 
was grossly misleading as to Mosley’s methods 
for dealing with organised violence. 

This was not the only dishonest portrayal of 


Cont. overleaf 
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the Olympia meeting. As Mosley was shown 


proclaiming the heroic deeds that built the: 


British Empire, Blackshirts were witnessed 
pitching into their opponents with cudgel and 
boot in the process of ejecting them from the 
hall. In fact, the words spoken by Mosley at 
this stage of his speech occurred in his closing 
preroration — sometime after the red 
troublemakers had been thrown out and order 
restored. Doubtless, however, Messrs. Marks 
& Gran could not resist the temptation to place 
his stirring words as a background to the 
scenes of brawling — with the idea that a 
subconscious association between the two 
would be sown in the mind of the viewer. 


Intimidation of the press 

In a following scene, Lord Rothermere, who 
for a short time had given the backing of his 
newspapers to Mosley’s movement, told him 
that after the Olympia battle he felt he could no 
longer goon doing so. Mosley stoutly defended 
the strong-arm methods used by his stewards 
to eject those who had started the battle, 
whereupon Rothermere went on to say that he 
had also been under pressure from certain 
advertisers to withdraw his support. ‘‘Ah,”’ 
said Mosley, as if to indicate that that was the 
crux of the issue. ‘‘Jewish advertisers?”’ 

‘‘Some of them,’’ replied Rothermere — to 
which Mosley retorted: ‘‘Most of them?’’ 
Rothermere made no denial. Whether the words 
spoken in this conversation were exactly as in 
the original one, the way the film featured it 
was broadly in accordance with the truth. The 
Rothermere Press was persuaded by the threat 
of an advertising boycott, mostly ifnot wholly 
Jewish, to withdraw its support from Mosley 
—amatter ofhistorical fact stated by Randolph 
Churchill (no Mosley supporter) in The 
Spectator of December 27th 1963: ‘‘I have 
seen the Daily Mail abandon the support of Sir 
Oswald Mosley in the thirties under pressure 
of Jewish advertisers.’’ What, needless to say, 
was not mentioned in the film was that this 
precedent has to this very day served as an 
adequate reminder to al/ media barons that 
their empires can be ruined if they dare offend 
Jewish interests. 

Again, to give the film-makers some credit, 
Mosley was shown here saying to Rothermere 
that under a fascist government in Britain no 
harm would be done to the Jews. Mosley up to 
that time had said nothing anti-Jewish from his 
platform. Only later, ata meeting at the Albert 
Hall on October 23rd 1934, did he make a 
speech in which he unequivocally attacked the 
workings of Jewish power in Britain. ‘‘In 
assessing the blame for this quarrel,’’ he wrote 
years later in My Life, ‘‘it is well to be quite 
clear on the chronology.”’ 

The series came — no doubt intentionally 
— to an anti-climactic end with Mosley’s 
imprisonment in 1940, along with a thousand 
or so ‘of his leading activists, for no greater 
crime than that they opposed the war with 
Germany. It may of course be argued that 
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when a nation is engaged in a major conflict it 
becomes a practical necessity to intern anyone 
within its borders who might, because of 
political sympathy with the enemy, act in 
some way so as to harm the war effort. That is 
a reasonable argument in a situation where 
such a nation is genuinely fighting for its 
survival and interest and its war effort is 
explained in precisely those terms; but the 
argument reeks of humbug when current 
propaganda proclaims that the war is being 
fought for disinterested abstractions such as 
‘freedom’ and ‘democracy’, and the enemy is 
being pilloried for oppressive measures it 
takes against its dissenting citizens. 

In the penultimate scene, Mosley is 
introduced to his cellmate in Brixton jail. He 
is a Negro, whose strange plight is the result of 
his being at the time a player in the Berlin 
Philharmonic Orchestra — a fact verified by 
Mosley in My Life. This scene prompted two 
thoughts: the most obvious was of the 
ridiculous action of the current British 
Government in putting the poor fellow there 
on account of this tenuous connection with 
Germany — an indication of its state of mind 
at the time; the other was of the discrepancy 
between this small though truthful story and 
the legendary belief that non-Aryans in Hitler’s 
Reich were subjected to persecution solely on 
the grounds of their race. 


Silly scribblings 


The Mosley TV series provided the pretext 
for are-hash of all the familiar commentaries, 
summaries and political epitaphs that have 
surrounded Britain’s fascist leader. One such, 
given by Paul Johnson in the Daily Mail of 
February 12th, managed in about 1,000 words 
to encapsulate all the familiar silliness that has 


been written about the BUF leader by journalists 
of the popular press. After listing Mosley’s 
undoubted assets and qualities, Johnson spoke 
of his career ending in failure and added that 
the moral of that is that, ‘‘for the British, there 
isno substitute for parliamentary democracy.”’ 
This seems, to say the least, a non-sequitur. 
Whilst, as I have acknowledged, some of 
Mosley’s tactics were faulty, the fact remains 
that he failed to win political power for his 
movement primarily because he was allowed 
less than seven years to do so between its 
launching in October 1932 and the onset of 
war in September 1939. Hitler, ina muchmore 
politically volatile situation in Germany and 
with unemployment and mass-misery on an 
incomparably greater scale, took twice as long. 
Johnson’s article continued in the same 
shallow vein by saying of Mosley that:- 


_ **.., His British Union of Fascists was 

~ modelled on Mussolini’s Blackshirts and 
when it failed to make an impact Mosley, 
like Mussolini, adopted Hitler’s tactic of 
going for the Jews.”’ 


This of course is nonsense. That conflict 
began not with Mosley going for the Jews but 
with the Jews going for Mosley. Nor can it be 
said that, at the time the conflict started, the 
BUF was failing to make an impact. Its impact 
during the first two years of its life was both 
rapid and extraordinary. Atthe time that Mosley 
made his first stand on the Jewish Question at 
the Albert Hall in October 1934 the progress of 
the movement was such that no new 
‘gimmicks’, least ofall scapegoats, were needed 
to give it new vigour. On the contrary, Mosley 
knew very well by that time that by taking on 
the power of organised Jewry he was taking on 
easily the most formidable lobby in British 
politics. He had seen something of the 


At the end of the huge 
out-door rally held in 
Hyde Park, London in 
1934, Mosley stands in 
front of his men before 


they march back to their 
National Headquarters, 
‘Black House’ in Chelsea. 


“The blackshirt, the 
fascist salute and the 
close identification first 
with Mussolini and later 
with Hitler were errors 
that cost him a good deal 
of support and played 
into the hands of his 
opponents.” 


capabilities of that lobby a short time before in 
the way in which it had managed to bring the 
Rothermere press to heel. Mosley was not 
stupid. He had avoided a fight with Jewry for 
as long as it had been humanly possible; now 
that the Jews’ resources and vast influence 
were being mobilised against the BUF, he saw 
no alternative but to pick up the gauntlet that 
had been thrown down. 

It is arguable — and the argument has 
continued to this day — that Mosley would 
have been cleverer not to have taken up this 
challenge but to have continued allowing the 
conflict to be a one-way affair by saying nothing 
to justify the charge of ‘anti-semitism’. But 
whatever the merits of that argument may be, 
it is clear that the claim of scribblers like 
Johnson that Mosley turned to ‘Jew-baiting’ in 
response to frustration at his party’s slow 
progress is sheer claptrap. 

Another fact that should not be over-looked 
(though it was in both the article and the film) 
is that, though Mosley’s movement underwent 
a downturn beginning in the mid-1930s, it was 
beginning to recover dramatically by the end 
of that decade — its main theme then being 
avoidance of war in what Mosley described as 
‘‘not a British quarrel.’’ Whether this 
description was apt is something belonging to 
a separate study, but the Fascist resurgence by 
1939 — sufficient for the movement to stage, 
at London’s Earls Court, the largest indoor 
rally that had ever been held anywhere in the 
world up to that time — firmly contradicts 
Johnson’s theory of its failure. 

An interesting sidelight to this period was 
that by then Public Order Act legislation had 
compelled the movementto discard its uniform, 
while the tendency had developed of 
abbreviating its name to just ‘British Union’, 
with the terms ‘Fascist’ and ‘National Socialist’ 
given less emphasis. 


Whence came the brutality? 

The same writer.went on to regurgitate 
another hoary myth about Mosley by speaking 
of ‘‘the brutality his uniformed men employed 
at public meetings and in street-corner 
fighting.’’ Nota word here about the systematic 
campaign of terror unleashed against Mosley 
and his followers by an organised anti-fascist 
front led by the Communist Party and mainly 
glossed over by the Tory press. The very idea 
that the Mosley movement staged meetings in 
order to demonstrate their ‘brutality’ toa British 
public whose support they were so obviously 
keen to win is so absurd as scarcely to merit a 
reply, but it is one that has become common 
currency in post-war Britain whenever the 
name of Mosley is mentioned. Both Mosley 
himself and his biographer Robert Skidelsky 
(now Lord Skidelsky) have answered this 
charge quite adequately, but the latter’s version 
is particularly worth hearing in view of his 
comparative neutrality in the matter:- 


‘*The whole theory of Olympia 
being setup to smash interruption 


Television 


has an incurably academic ring about it. 
Mosley’s meetings were organised to show 
off Mosley doing what he was best at — 
public speaking. His purpose at Olympia in 
this high tide of fascist respectability, with 
the Rothermere press in full support, and 
with a distinguished audience present, was 
to show how reasonable and logical the 
fascist programme was. The speech itself 
fits the thesis that he wanted to present a 
logical case. The fact that this plan was 
upset by unprecedented communist 
organisation is no argument for imputing to 
him a more sinister and infinitely less 
rewarding purpose.’’ (Oswald Mosley 
(McMillan, 1975). 


To this, anti-fascists will no doubt reply: 
maybe so, but on numerous occasions the 
Blackshirts used much greater force in dealing 
with opponents than was necessary to eject 
them from meetings and restore order. 


Heat of the moment 

That of course is a very easy stricture to 
deliver from the relaxed comfort of a 
journalist’s office; the matter is less simple 
when the fighting gets going and passions are 
raised to fever pitch. I know something about 
this subject from personal experience of 
political disorders inmy time, differing perhaps 
in scale but not in viciousness from those 
attending Mosley’s greatrallies in the Thirties. 
At a march in Bradford in 1975 I saw an 
elderly woman who was one of my political 
allies reeling from the impact of a half-brick 
that a minute or two earlier had been thrown at 
her by a jeering left-wing mob. Her face was 
covered with blood, and her friends 
surrounding her were not exactly in a mood of 
benevolence towards the attackers. Had they 
then had the opportunity (which police denied 
them) to repay those attackers in their own 
coin, I would hardly have felt justified in 
admonishing them for acting excessively — 
nor indeed would I have felt the obligation to 
exercise moderation and restraint had I myself 
managed to corner one of the culprits. 

But just these situations occured with 
regularity at the public meetings and 
demonstrations of Mosley’s movement both 
before and after the war — always with the 
opposition being the aggressors in the first 
place, as I know equally from experience. 
Quite often, women supporters of Mosley 
were the victims of these assaults. Should their 
menfolk have reacted with kid-gloves? In 
terms of cold political calculation, it might 
have been wiser for them to have done so. In 
terms of natural human instinct, that was out of 
the question. 

Yet it is standard journalistic practice to 
write always of the ‘brutality’ and ‘thuggery’ 
of Mosley’s Blackshirt squads when they dealt 
with attempts to smash up their meetings, and 
almost never of the prearranged violence of 
their enemies who staged those attempts. One 
is reminded of the old French saying:- 


Cette animal, il est tres méchant; 
Quand il s’attaque, il se défend! 


Continuing on the theme of parliamentary 
democracy, Johnson went on to say: ‘‘It may 
be slow, and it requires patience, but it gets 
there in the end.’’ That is just the trouble; 
without prejudice to parliamentary democracy 
as a principle and an ideal, the fact is that what 
has come to pass for it in Britain in the 20th 
century simply is not ‘getting there in the end’. 
Speaking more eloquently than any of Mosley’s 
orations against what he called the ‘old gang’ 
and the ‘old system’ is the fact that, as this 
century draws to its close, this old gang and old 
system have manifestly failed to halt the decline 
of what was once among the two or three most 
powerful nations in the world into a feeble 
offshore island, stripped of its former industrial 
might, internationally the lacky of America, 
internally torn apart by regional and ethnic 
conflict and with a society swamped in drugs, 
decadence, educational backwardness, cultural 
retardation, physical unfitness and rocketing 
criminality. These were all dangers against 
which Mosley warned right up to the end ofhis 
political life. Britain decided it could do without 
Mosley but it has not so far defied a single one 
of his predictions nor answered a single one of 
his arguments. It is not the time to be smug 
about the fact that Mosley’s goals were 
frustrated. The wreckage of Britain in the 
1990s allows no such luxuries. 


Learn the lessons of failure 

None of this is a plea for a return to the 
Mosley politics ofthe 1930s. We need to learn 
from his failures as well as from those of the 
country whose perils of which he tried to warn. 
Paul Johnson says that there is no substitute for 
parliamentary democracy. Supposing that 
Johnson is right, does that justify what has 
been done to Britain in the name of 
parliamentary democracy since the 1914-18 
war in which Mosley experienced his political 
awakening? If democracy is to be vindicated, 
it will have to do much better in the coming 
times than it has done in our time. 

For the problems addressed by Mosley are 
still with us. At the centre of these problems, 
Mosley identified the incapacity of the old 
system to produce men of the calibre to grapple 
with the challenges of the modern world — or 
to provide us with the political machinery to 
give such men the powers of action, even if 
they emerged. 

Puerile and juvenile sniping at Mosley, 
whether focused on his personal faults or 
his political errors, gets us nowhere in a 
diagnosis of Britain’s desperate present 
plight. Rather should we acknowledge him 
as someone who saw that plight developing 
far ahead of the pygmies who now spit on 
his grave. We should then examine his 
solutions rationally and objectively, 
accepting those which are valid and 
practical today and rejecting those that are 
not. If we dismiss him with nothing better 
than cheap and hysterical jibes not even 
possessing a foundation of truth, we become 
part of the sickness against which he fought. 
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The editor of Trve Brif looks back on the 
communal violence in Belfast in 1969 and sees 


A DIRE WARNING FOR 


MULTI-RACIAL BRITAIN 


True Brit is produced and distributed in 
Northern Ireland in support of the British 
National Party. For a sample copy of this 


A4 broadsheet, send an SAE and at least 
two ist class stamps to: True Brit, c/o P.O. 
Box 85, Glasgow, G51 2DS 


ON MY last visit to London, to attend the 
annual dinner of the Welling Club, I 
passed through several areas now heavily 
populated by immigrants. As I did so, I 
was once again struck by the thought that 
successive British governments seem to 
have created, without good reason or the 
permission of the electorate, a situation 
pregnant with the possibilities of a conflict 
between different populations every bit as 
bad as the tragedy with which I have 
grown up in Northern Ireland. 

While mainlanders assume that the two 
sides in the conflict in Northern Ireland have 
always been at each others’ throats, the 
recollections of people who actually lived 
through the 1960s are quite different. Older 
Protestants will readily recall that, prior to 
1969, they lived side-by-side with their 
Catholic neighbours, with whom they and 
their families had excellent relations. 


A family day out 

From the other side, a Catholic woman I 
work with — who was brought up in East 
Belfast’s Short Strand — told me that, as her 
birthday fell on the 12th of July, her 
grandmother would take her to watch the 
Orange walk pass by, and telling her that the 
bands were out to celebrate her birthday! 
Most of the other residents of the area used 
toturn out to enjoy the show too. Asin most 
places, the memories of the last great wave of 
inter-denominational conflict — way back 
in 1935 (which itself came only a couple of 
years after joint Catholic-Protestant riots 
against unemployment and hunger) — was 
fading into distant history. 

Such personal recollections are borne out 
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by the academic studies and official reports 
of the drastic outburst of sectarian violence 
which began in 1969 and continued in fits 
and starts until peaking in the communal 
riots of August 1971. Consider, for example, 
the following quotes from Housinga Divided 
Community, by Ceb Brett, the former head 
of the Northern Ireland Housing Executive, 
which also gives an insight into how the 
process of ethnic cleansing develops once it 
gets started. 

Brett’s analysis of sectarianism, violence 
and housing starts with an anecdote about an 
elderly clerk whose recently married son 
wag looking for a house “during the delusive 
detente of the early 1960s.” Brett suggested a 
good house in the Ardoyne district, and was 


taken aback when the old man said that it 


wasn’t suitable because the area had seen 
‘bad troubles’ before the war. Comments 
Brett:- 


“I assured him that those bad old days 
were dead and gone forever; I urged him 
to think again, but he refused to change 
his mind. He was proved dead right, and 
I was proved dead wrong: that street was 


a much increased willingness on the part 
of neighbours of different loyalties to live 
in harmony with each other. 

“All this was, however, to change sharply 
in the summer of 1969, when large-scale 
population movementstarted; there were 
ugly incidents on either side of the 
Crumlin Road, and around Unity Flats, 
in July; more and more families decided 
to move. In August the British army 
arrived, interposing itself between the 
factions, but not soon enough to prevent 
a Protestant foray from the Shankill 
which burned out almost every house in 
Bombay Street, off the Falls... Many 
hundreds of families left their homes, 
some voluntarily, some involuntarily, 
during the summer and autumn of 1969. 
A steady trickle continued to do so for 
the rest of that year, and throughout 
1970: in particular, Protestants were 
expelled from the formerly mixed estates 
at Moynard and New Barnsley, while 
Catholics were expelled from most parts 
of East Belfast (except the enclave 
surrounding St. Matthews church in the 
Short Strand area), from Springmartin 
and the Donegall Road.” 


one of the first to burst into open conflict 
in the renewed troubles of 1969: within a 
few weeks, every family of his denom- 
ination had been burned, intimidated or 
frightened out, and the whole street had 
once again become the exclusive territory 
of the other denomination.” 


Yet it is clear that the old man’s pessimism 
was unusual at the time. Brett goes on to 
explain the more common attitude:- 


“_..there were on the periphery of Belfast, 
in 1968, very many areas where Protestant 
and Catholic lived quite peaceably 
together...In (many) places, the religious 
divisions had by 1968 largely broken 
down.... In general, and throughout 
Northern Ireland, the 1950s and 1960s 
had seen a considerable relaxation of the 
old defensive patterns of habitation, and 


Thesecond great wave of movement occurred 
in August 1971, following the surge of 
disorder resulting from the introduction of 
internment. The AOD NSN AOR: 
Commission estimated that:- 


“In the three weeks after 9th August, at 
least 2,100 families fled from their homes; 
and this was certainly a considerable 
underestimate. The Commission con- 
sidered that about 40 per cent of the total 
movements were Protestant, about 60 
per cent Catholic.” 


Some of the Commission’s comments are 
also worth noting:- 


“To give up a home where one has lived 
for years, and which is itself a symbol of 
security, for the insecurity of squatting, 
which many did, is an act of desperation: 


to damage one’s house on leaving, or to 
allow others to do so, is an act of 
despair. Each of the statistics recorded in 
this report represents an individual 
tragedy and a personal bitterness which 
remains as a legacy of what has taken 
place.” 


Squatting in council properties — simply 
moving into empty older houses or 
occupying new properties just before they 
were finished — took place on a huge scale, 
both spontaneously and with the help of the 
paramilitaries. This development the 
Community Relations Commission noted 
with despair: “...1s resegregating housing in 
such a way as to undermine the credibility 
for the community of non-sectarian housing 
policies.” 

Brett notes that “previously unarmed 
vigilantes had turned into armed and 
organised paramilitary armies, some of which 
tried to take over the control and allocation 
of housing,” and points out that the arrival 
of refugees had a destabalising effect on areas 
previously unaffected by communal 
violence:- 


“There were bitter clashes in many parts 
of Craigavon, situated between hotly 
Protestant Portadown and hotly Catholic 
Lurgan, greatly increased in violence by 
the arrival of many families of refugees 
from the squatting and intimidation of 
Belfast... In other towns and villages 
where relations between the two 
communities had formerly been 
peaceable and harmonious, such as 
Downpatrick, Ardglass and Portaferry, 
the sudden influx of city-bred refugees 
from Belfast, some with paramilitary 
affiliations, greatly upset the balance and 
calm of formerly amicable mixed 
communities.” 


The mention of paramilitaries might also 
lure a mainland observer with no experience 
of the time in question to conclude that 
Northern Ireland was a much more violent 
place even before the Troubles, than the 
inner cities of England, or Glasgow. Once 
again though, this simply is not true. 

The handful of young Fenians who didn’t 
run away from the conflict like the Official 
IRA were armed with a pathetic assortment 
of antique weapons. The Short Strand would 
almost certainly have been burnt to the 
ground but for just three such ill-armed 
boys. By contrast, it is common knowledge 
that even Uzi submachine guns can be quite 
easily bought in any mainland British city 
with a drugs problem (i.e. any British city), 
while Establishment newspapers acknow- 


Feature 


Ethnic cleansing in a British city. Farringdon Gardens, West Belfast, on the night 


of 9th August, 1971. Protestant families fled as a result of intimidation, setting 
fire to their own homes as they left. The timebomb of ethnic conflict is also 
ticking in many cities on the mainland; unless urgent steps are taken to 
defuse it, untold numbers of innocents on all sides will suffer 


ledge that handguns are an item of fashion- 
wear for even the young foot-soldiers in 
most drugs gangs. 

In addition, whereas the rival mobs in 
1969 Belfast were invariably armed with 
nothing more than pieces of brick and the 
boots they stood up in, it is common for 
English city teenagers to carry knives or half- 
size baseball bats. The background level of 
violence among the populations which will 
clash if serious racial disturbances do break 
out is far higher than anything in supposedly 
divided Belfast before the Civil Rights 
demonstrations in the west of the Province 
sparked off the first violence of 1969. 


Mass squatting by refugees 

Once the Troubles had flared and large 
numbers had become homeless, squatting 
became commonplace. In most areas, the 
position of squatters was quite quickly 
regularised by the authorities; they were 
given rent books and tenancy agreements, as 
councils accepted the fait accompli of 
segregated housing. Belfast Council twice 
went so far as to grant a general amnesty to 
all squatters. 

Initially, the authorities tried to encourage 
people to go back to their homes, but it 
quickly became clear that the only people 
who would consider such a step were now 
active paramilitaries concerned with gaining 
territory and vantage points, not families 
looking for somewhere to live. As a result, 


there was nothing that could be done except 
to institute a new housing policy whereby 
the question of whether the applicant wanted 
to live in a Protestant, Catholic or mixed 
area was added to the application form. 
Starry-eyed social engineeringing projects, 
such as the newly-built, ‘non-sectarian’ 
Twinbrook Estate, had to be abandoned; 


- liberal theory was confronted by the reality 


of human nature, and collapsed. 

As the 1972 Tribunal of Inquiry pointed 
out: “the two communities ... fell apart into 
their respective ‘ghettos’, where they at least 
had a sense of security.” 

What clearer warning do the multi-racialists 
want? They have created a divided society 
which is more polarised, more unstable, and 
more violent than existed in Belfast at the 
start of 1968. 

Tory and Labour immigration policies 
have planted a time-bomb in the heart of 
the British mainland. It could still be 
defused if local authorities would change 
direction and work to achieve segregated 
housing by peaceful and voluntary 
population moves, thereby reducing the 
opportunities for racial friction between 
different groups forced to live crammed 
into the same areas. More important still, 
the risk can only be removed for good by 
government action to reverse the flow of 
immigration, which is one of the reasons 
why True Brit supports the British 
National Party. 


Pagell 


SCUvrinerai OES Or 2 OR 


Liberal luvvies break international 
law by perverting shakespeare 


King Edward VII Community Siaete Centre , 
MELTON MOWBRAY 31 March - 3 April 1998 


Box Office 01664 851019 


NOW ON-LINE! SOUTH WEST BNP 
New website giving special emphasis to 
rural issues affecting Gloucester, Bristol, 
Somerset, Dorset, Devon and Cornwall. 
www.jeffteed.demon.co.uk 


The original WHITE POWER is 
now back in print! Brand new, 
unabridged hardcover edition. 


For the first time since 1967, the 
original, unabridged, hardcover, 482 
page edition of Rockwell’s essential 
nationalist classic. £16.25 postpaid. 
Cheques/POs only:- 

LIFE RUNE BOOKS, BCM 6089, 
LONDON, WC1N 3XX. Send two 26p 
stamps/IRCs for new 1998 catalogue. 
www.natvan.com & www.natall.com 
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AS the poster reproduced here shows all too clearly, 
the latest casualty in the liberal intelligentsia’s long- 
running cultural war against the traditions and identity 
of Britain is Shakespeare’s Romeo and Juliet. The 
Royal Shakespeare Company’s 1998 regional tour 
turns the classic story of a love affair between two 
youngsters from rival noble families in Italy into a 
blatant promotion of miscegenation. 


The United Nations Genocide Convention forbids acts 
“committed with intent to destroy, in whole or in part, 
a national, ethnical, racial or religious group,” including 
by “causing serious bodily or mental harm to members 

of the group; deliberately inflicting on the group 
conditions for life calculated to bring about its physical 
destruction in whole or in part, (and) imposing 
measures intended to prevent births within the group.” 


The poster, and the production it advertises are 
without doubt going to shock, offend and alarm large 
numbers of Britons who cherish the works of 
Shakespeare as an important part of our national 
culture. By denying our children the right to identify 
with their national bard as white Europeans, it does 
indeed damage their self-esteem, causing them serious 
mental harm. And the promotion of inter-racial sex 
clearly inflicts upon us conditions of life calculated to 
destroy the unique genetic identity of our people, and 
to prevent births within our own ethnic group. 


The RSC’s latest production and advertising campaign 
is therefore not just an insult to Shakespeare, Britons 
and Italians; it is also an offence under the United 
Nations Genocide Convention. 


Remember the BNP in your will! 


We wish all our readers a long life, but none of us can stay on this earth for 
ever. Have you ever thought about how you can help the cause when you are 
gone? 

The British National Party has benefitted immensely from a few of its 
supporters remembering the party in their wills. In most cases the money has 
been invested so as to guarantee the party a regular income, rather than being 
spent all in one go. 

Why not become one of these benefactors yourself? Whatever you do, make 
sure you do not die intestate and so let your estate go to prop up the anti- 
British Establishment! 

It is natural that if you have a family you should wish to provide for them, 
but nevertheless you may well like to set aside something for the good cause as 
well. If, on the other hand, you have no next of kin, there is all the more 
reason for ensuring that the Cause gets something by which to remember you. 

If you require any advice on this matter, please ring or write in and we will 
be pleased to help. 


Read 
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Spearhead lapsed readers’ 


survey: the results 


DURING the past three months, Spearhead 
Circulation Department has carried out a 
survey of lapsed subscribers in order to 
obtain some picture of the reasons why 
people discontinue their subscriptions. The 
survey was made by means of a question- 
naire sent to all those whose subscriptions 
had lapsed during the past four years. In 
the questionnaire there were six reasons 
thought to account for people’s discontinued 
readership, and each former reader was 
invited to place a tick against the reason 
that applied in his or her case. 

With the questionnaire we supplied a 
complimentary copy of a recent issue and 
invited the ex-reader to re-subscribe, making 
a gift offer of three free additional back issues 
for every renewed subscription that was 
received before the 31st January. 

After this deadline had been reached, we 
collated the replies, sorting them out into the 
six categories mentioned. We found that from 
those addresses to which the questionnaire 
had been sent, a few replies had been obtained 
which specified two further categories which 
had not been included in the original 
questionnaire. 

It may be of some interest to current readers 
— particularly the few among them who are 
also involved in publishing journals of their 
own — to review the results of the survey. 


“Gone away” 

Of the former readers circularised with the 
questionnaire, 18 per cent responded. Of the 
remainder, we received a few questionnaire 
forms returned from addresses from which the 
former readers had moved away, and it is 
reasonable to suppose that a good many more 
came into the same category but had not had 
their questionnaires returned. 

Of this 18 per cent, the reasons given for 
non-renewal of subscriptions were as follows:- 


(1) Articles not sufficiently interesting 7.1 
per cent; (2) Reader lost interest in politics 
championed by Spearhead 7.1 per cent; (3) 
Reader could not support views espoused 
by Spearhead 11.9 per cent; (4) Reader had 
to make financial economies 28.6 per cent; 
(5) Reader was able to obtain copies from 
another source 14.3 per cent; (6) Other 
matters diverted reader’s attention and 
reduced reading time 11.9 per cent. 

The two further categories not originally 
included in the questionnaire were:- 
(7) Sundry dissatisfactions 4.8 per cent; (8) 
Death or incapacitation of reader 14.3 per 
cent. 

The ‘sundry dissatisfactions’ category was 
interesting. All those placed in this category 


seemed to be taking it out on Spearhead for 
something that was not really its fault. One 
objected to the rate of spelling mistakes in an 
allied nationalist publication but not to sucha 
rate in Spearhead. Another reply referred to 
some matter of complaint on his part against 
his local branch of the British National Party, 
for which problem he somehow thought 
Spearhead was responsible! 

Among those who could not support the 
views espoused by Spearhead (3) was one ex- 
reader who did not disagree with the 
magazine’s observations of the national scene 
but objected to its attacks on the group calling 
itself Combat 18 — attacks which in fact had 
only been made in response to that group’s 
campaign against the British National Party. 


Range of reasons 

Possibly, the category of non-renewal 
because of death or incapacitation should not 
really be included among the others, so that 
the latter should read as percentages of ex- 
subscribers who took conscious and capable 
decisions not to renew their subscriptions. If 
figures are revised with this taken into account, 
they then read:- 


(1) Articles not sufficiently interesting 8.3 
per cent; (2) Reader lost interest in politics 
championed by Spearhead 8.3 per cent; (3) 
Reader could not support views espoused 
by Spearhead 13.9 per cent; (4) Reader had 
to make financial economies 33.3 per cent; 
(5) Reader was able to obtain copies from 
another source 16.7 per cent; (6) Other 
matters diverted reader’s attention and 
reduced reading time 13.9 per cent; (7) 
Sundry dissatisfactions 5.6 per cent. 


Among those belonging to category (3), 
some gave no reasons for their unprepar- 
edness to support the views of Spearhead; a 
few (20 per cent) disagreed not so much with 
the magazine’s principles as with the tactics of 


the British National Party with which it is 
associated. Our reading of the grounds given 
for these disagreements established that most 
of them were based on false assumptions about 
the BNP. One ex-reader in category (3) stated 
that he could no longer support the views 
espoused by our magazine because he had 
recently become engaged to acoloured woman. 
Where did we go wrong?!!! 


Combined answer 

In a few cases, ex-readers gave more than 
one answer as to the reasons why their 
subscriptions had lapsed. The most common 
cases of this were when answers (4) and (5) 
combined: financial economies called for while 
an alternative source of supply existed. In 
determining in which category we would place 
the reply we assessed which reason the ex- 
reader’s answer indicated was the greater factor. 

Of the readers writing back who were able to 
respond to the special offer of free extra copies 
for a sub renewal, 25 per cent took the offer up. 
The result of this was that the whole operation 
of circularising these ex-subscribers just about 
broke even on the basis of the total of renewal 
fees obtained — less the cost of posting the 
copies in question for the first year of the new 
subscription. Ifany such reclaimed subscribers 
continue their subscriptions into a further year, 
the operation will yield a profit. 

All in all, a not unsatisfactory result — 
and most certainly an interesting and 
informative one. We extend our thanks to 
all concerned for their help. 

J.T. 


Have you joined the Welling Club? 


The Welling Club is a special group which exists to help raise money 
for the British National Party. Membership is open to all persons, 
whether or not BNP members, willing to contribute £20 each month to 


the party's national funds. 


Welling Club members are sent regular bulletins informing them of 
the progress in achieving various important BNP targets which is being 
made with the help of their donations. They are also entitled to attend, 
free of charge, an annual club dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. 

Those wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, sending their 
initial £20 contribution (made out to the ‘British National Party’), to: 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent, DA16 3D W 
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With anti-white gang violence reaching epidemic 
proportions, NICK GRIFFIN asks whether we face 


A LONG, HOT SUMMER? 


VISITING Tower Hamlets after reading 
Dave Hill’s report in last month’s 
Spearhead on the attack by Asian racists 
on 14-year old Paul Sammut, I was shocked 
to find the extent to which violence against 
innocent whites and, to a lesser extent, 
blacks, by young Bangladeshis has become 
a regular and increasingly ugly fact of life 
in the area. Even worse is the way in which 
the police have allowed the problem to 
build up by consistently turning a blind eye 


to it. The result is that racial tension in the - 


borough is at an all-time high. It is no 
exaggerration to say that the attitude of 
the gangs responsible for the attacks, 
coupled with growing local anger and 
frustration at the refusal of the police to 
crack down on them, has created a very 
real danger of an outburst of communal 
violence on an unprecedented scale. 
Operating as we do under the restrictions 
imposed by the Race Laws, it is impossible to 
give details of what is going on in the area in 
this article. Some events have, however, been 
reported locally and can be mentioned briefly: 
The Drummonds pub was the scene of serious 
clashes between its white clientele and Asians, 
until three petrol bomb attacks by the latter 
forced it to close. A black couple on holiday 
from Canada were stopped by an Asian gang 
who told them that blacks are not allowed in 


the area, before launching a vicious assault 
which left the man needing more than 200 
stitches. In a whole series of assaults on small 
groups of young whites or mixed whites/ 
blacks, much larger groups of Muslims have 
forced them to stand still against a wall while 
the younger ones beat them up. As many ofthe 
local whites are Catholics of Irish descent, it 
is common for them to be wearing crucifixes, 
which are ripped from their necks. 

The latest edition of the local free magazine, 
Docklands Digest, complains that there have 
recently been ‘hundreds’ of racial attacks by 
Asians. 


Police inaction fuels the fires 

It is likely that the police rationale for their 
inactivity in the vast majority of cases has 
been the belief that local whites will not 
retaliate, and that allowing things to carry on 
as they are is therefore less trouble than 
clamping down on the thugs responsible. 
However, the angry response from 300 people 
on the Isle of Dogs to the machete attack on 
Paul Sammut is a clear sign that, in areas 
where they can still muster large numbers, the 
patience of local whites is at breaking point. 
Even the police have finally realised the extent 
of the problem, hence their decision to calla 
public meeting on the Island to try to calm 
things down, and the fact that the estate from 


which eight Asians were belatedly arrested 
was sealed off every evening in the following 
weeks, in order to prevent a revenge attack. 

I do not write this with any relish, for such 
a position has only been reached as a result of 
a great deal of human suffering, and any 
serious outbreak of communal violence would 
magnify it many times, with terrible dangers 
for innocent Asians as well as the whites and 
blacks who have borne the brunt of the largely 
one-sided violence of the last couple of years. 
Furthermore, if the simmering pot of ethnic 
tension does boil over, it’s a safe bet that the 
media will try to put the blame on the BNP — 
a classic case of shooting the messenger. 

Rather, the purpose of this article is to 

provide another warning siren, to tell the 
liberals steering the good ship Multi-Racial 
Britannia that she is very near to the rocks 
indeed. While there’s no chance of Mr. Blair, 
Mr. ‘What’s another 55,000?’ Straw or the 
TV companies taking any notice, it is just 
possible that a few senior local coppers, and 
perhaps just one or two journalists on the 
more conservative newspapers might. 

In response to my suggestion that the 
tension arising from Asian-on-white violence 
in the East End could lead to serious disorder, 
several nationalist colleagues have objected 
thatthe black riots of the early 1980s produced 
no such response, and that it is therefore likely 


The aftermath of the 1995 
disturbances in the Manningham area 
of Bradford. Muslim youths attacked 
122 British-owned businesses, 
including burning the entire stock of a 
car sales company. At the height of 
the rioting, the mob also attempted to 
petrol bomb innocent white people 
who were driving through ‘their’ 
neighbourhood. Many policemen were 
also injured in the trouble. 


Three years later, Bradford is again 
tense, with regular racial clashes 
between gangs of white and Asian 
youths, with up to a hundred on either 
side. The BNP is active in the city, 
working to organise local people to 
demand ‘civil rights for whites’ and to 
pressure the police into clamping 
down on anti-white violence before 
things get even more out of hand 


that people will put up with the latest troubles 
in the same way. In fact, such a reading of the 
situation is based on a total misunderstanding 
as to the nature of those disturbances. 

I was present at the 1981 march to Central 
London by 10,000 Afro-Caribbeans protesting 
at the death of 13 blacks in a fire which broke 
out at a party in Deptford. They believed that 
this was the result of a racial attack, and were 
furious at the ‘failure’ of the police to arrest 
the ‘white racists’ responsible. It later emerged 
that this would have been difficult, because 
the blaze had actually been started by one of 


their own people after an argument with - 


another party-goer. 

Although the 1,000 members ofthe Socialist 
Workers Party who had tagged along on the 
back of the Deptford demonstration vanished 
once things turned ugly when the police tried 
to stop march on Blackfriars Bridge, I stayed 
with the crowd throughout its rowdy progress 
through Fleet Street and into the West End. 
There were some muggings of well-dressed 
city gents, and looting of several jewellers’ 
shops, but ordinary whites like me were just 
ignored — the marchers were angry with the 
police and the media, not with us. 


Brixton riot not comparable 


A few months later, since I was living 
nearby at the time, I spent the entire four 
nights of the first Brixton riot wandering 
around the area, without once feeling 
endangered. I am not defending or excusing 
the destructive and greedy mobs, merely 
pointing out that they did not attack whites 
simply for the colour of their skin, but 
policemen for the colour of their uniform. 

The 1985 Brixton outburst was markedly 
more threatening to whites, but it was still 
possible to walk through crowds of blacks in 
the main streets in between their clashes with 
the police. At one point, a black woman 
pointed to me and my two companions and 
shouted: “Hey, look! Here’s de National 
Front!” How she knew we couldn’t work out, 
but even that comment didn’t cause any 
trouble, though we left the area rather 
promptly! 

Overwhelmingly, the riots were directed at 
lootable shops, and policemen (including the 
few black ones), and not at white civilians 
except those who happened to be driving cars 
needed for barricades. Two instances of rape 
were the work of individual criminals taking 
advantage of the general chaos; they were not 
carried out with the knowledge or support of 
the rioters. 

Nor is the officially-recognised phen- 
omenon of young blacks making up a 
disproportionate number of muggers anything 
like as disruptive to communal relations as 
what is going on now in Tower Hamlets. 
While there is no doubt a racial element in 
terms of the selection of the victims, there is 
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still a huge difference between this (which is 
not really so different to the explosion of 
suburban burglaries carried out by mainly 
white drug addicts) and the deliberate, 
calculated and increasingly violent attacks by 
large gangs of Muslims against the innocent 
members of other ethnic groups. 

Any suggestion that “the whites put up 
with the riots in the ’80s, so they won’t do 
anything if the Asians go wild” therefore 
misses the point completely, because those 
disturbances simply were not race riots. All 
that most whites had to do to avoid trouble 
then was to stand back on the pavement and 
watch. Not so today. 

There is not even much similarity between 
the situation in Tower Hamlets today and that 
in East London, particularly Newham, in the 
infamously ‘long, hot summer’ of 1976. The 
violence way back then was overwhelmingly 
between rival, and roughly equal, gangs of 
white and Sikh youths. Once again, whites 
who didn’t want to be involved simply didn’t 
get involved, and the Sikhs generally left 
them alone. Furthermore, most ofthe violence 
involved only fists and boots, with a large part 
of the shock over the murder of a local lad, 
Chris Adamson, in Plaistow, and of a young 
Asian in Tower Hamlets, being over the fact 
that knives had been used. Such a level of 
violence was exceptional only twenty years 
ago, but today it is the norm. 


Unstable situation 

To make the situation even more unstable 
and dangerous, the problems today are not 
confined to London. According to a report in 
the March edition of Asian News, which is 
distributed in Rochdale, Oldham and 
Manchester, three-quarters of all racial 
violence in Oldam is Asian-on-white. A 
significant proportion of the rest is Asian-on- 
black, with attacks on the congregations of 
two black churches provoking particular 
condemnation. The paper reported that the 
police had appealed to Asian youths to stop 
their anti-white vendetta, lest they drive their 
victims into the arms of ‘right-wing 
extremists’. . 

Another article in the same paper was even 
more alarmist, stating that “police and council 
chiefs are struggling to prevent a race war on 
a Greater Manchester estate.” Referring to 
the West Street estate in Oldham, Asian News 
told its readers how:- 


“One youth, whose windows and doors 
were smashed by baseball bat-wielding 
Asian men expressed an extreme view: 
‘The Pakis live all round this estate. 
They’ re trying to get on the estate and take 
itover. They trashed my home just because 
I said they should not come onto the 
estate. When the cops clear off there will 
be war here. It’s not called little Beirut for 
nothing.’ 


“There is evidence that 
they are trying to create 
exclusive areas for 
themselves. We have 
experience of comments 
such as ‘whites keep 
out’. Anyone seems to be 
a target if they are white 
and they are vulnerable. 
We have even had 
mothers pushing prams 
under attack.” 


Chief Supt. Eric Hewitt, 
quoted in the Oldham 


Evening Chronicle, 
17th March, 1998 


“Said one police spokesman: ‘We don’t 
want to see this escalating. One day there 
might be 50 Asian men, the next it might 
be 100 and the day after 500, even 1,000. 
They can call upon Asians from as far 
away as Blackburn to defend them.” 


These comments express better than 
anything which Spearhead itself could put 
into print the extent of the failure of the multi- 
racial experiment, and the:very real danger 
that it will blow up in the faces of its creators. 
All we can urge them is to understand the 
gravity of the situation, and to grasp the fact 
that there is no point blaming ‘white 
extremists’, or even the Asians. Such tensions 
between different ethnic groups are an integral 
and ineradicable part of human nature, so 
putting them so close together in an already 
overcrowded island was a recipe for disaster 
even before internationalist politicians 
decided to phase out industrial employment. 
Things will inevitably get much worse; the 
only question is, how quickly? 

Discussing the prospect of a further 
deterioration in race relations with several 
nationalists over the last week or so, I have 
drawn a parallel with events in Ulster in 1969, 
where communal violence forced thousands 
to flee their homes within weeks. This 
comparison has been met with the objection 
that “the situation was already much more 
polarised in the first place, so the trouble 
wasn’t surprising.” 

In fact, this simply wasn’t the case. On a 
visit to Belfast years ago, I was told by a 
middle-aged woman that, before 1969, she 
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lived in one of the many mixed Catholic/ 
Protestant streets in the city. She explained 
that all ofher neighbours would pop into each 
other’s houses for cups of tea, to gossip, 
borrow sugar and so on, without their religious 
affiliations making the slightest difference. 
Only for the few weeks around the July 
marching season did they tend to feel slightly 
uneasy, and to mix only with their own co- 
religionists. Then, once the sound of the 
Orange flutes and lambeg drums had died 
away, things would quickly get back to normal. 
Only the most die-hard bigots on either side 
believed that the ‘bad old days’ could possibly 
return 

The unbelievable speed and ferocity with 
which they came back with a vengeance is 
brought out well in the informative feature by 
the editor of True Brit on page twelve. Suffice 
it to say here that his detailed local knowledge 
and research entirely bears out the thesis of 
this article. Incidently, it is worth bearing in 
mind that Belfast is made up just four 
parliamentary constituencies. In terms of size 
it is not very different to the inner East End. 

Other people have also made comparisions 
between the situation in Ulster and in the 
multi-racial areas of Britain. In his study, 
Residential Segregation and Mixing in a 
Situation of Ethnic and National Conflict: 
Belfast, which makes up chapter five of Paul 
Compton’s The Contemporary Population of 


Northern Ireland, Frederick Boal points out 
that:- 


“Belfast is a city encapsulating a national 
conflict; that conflict is built upon 
foundations of ethnic difference. In 
situations of ethnic/national conflict, 
ethnic residential segregation and 
ethnically segregated areas can be 
considered as resources. The resource 
function can be examined under four 
headings: defence; avoidance; preserv- 
ation, and attack.” 


Boal’s comments under the ‘defence’ 
heading are directly relevant:- 


“The external pressures that drive 
members of a minority ethnic group into 
the perceived security of a cluster of their 
own affiliation may in turn derive from 
defensive moves by the ethnic majority. 
In this case the majority may wish to 
secure a particular neighbourhood, thus 
removing members of other ethnic groups 
who may be thought to pose a threat as 
‘enemy agents’, ‘sleepers’ or performers 
of a possible ‘Trojan Horse’ function.” 


What he has to say in his ‘Attack’ section 
gives an even starker warning of trouble 
ahead:- 


“Spatial concentration of an ethnic group 
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At the end of the blessed month of Ramadan during which 
you and members of your family have fasted, said your & 
extended Traveeh prayers in addition to the five daily prayers, ol 
spent the Laila-tul-Qadr in prayer, recited the verses of the ol 
Quran, May | take this opportunity to extend my heartiest 

and warmest greeting on the auspicious occasion of Eid-ul-Fitri 


| sincerely hope that you will celebrate this in its true spirtt, in 
the company of your dear ones and enjoy the day - that 
begins with thanksgiving to Allah! 


EID MUBARAK! 


%s to you, members of your family, relatives and all friends! 
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Advertisement in a local free newspaper distributed widely throughout Greater 
Manchester. Such sickly grovelling for the immigrant vote is a tactic which will one day 
cost Labour the support of entire white working class communities 
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can provide it with a base of action in the 
struggle of its members with society in 
general. This struggle may take a peaceful 
political form or itmay become violent. In 
terms of political action, spatial conc- 
entration may enable the group to elect its 
own representatives who can then attempt 
to fight the group’s battles in the political 
arena. The Black Power movement in 
America attempted to take advantage of 
this by tapping wnat Stokely Carmichael 
calls ‘the potential power of the ghetto.’ 
A similar function for the ethnicresidential 
concentration exists, at least potentially, 
in Britain.” 


Nor does he stop at the council chamber:- 


“The significance of the ethnic residential 
concentration extends beyond institutional 
politics. Such areas also provide potential 
bases for urban insurrection and guerrilla 
warfare.” 


An alarming message indeed and, I reiterate, 
not one which gives the BNP any pleasure to 
repeat. We have warned that this is the natural 
and unavoidable end result of multi-racialism; 
the prospect has always been an important 
factor in our opposition to mass immigration. 

Nor is this article written with a view to 
‘reassuring’ racial nationalists that we were 
right all along and that events are about to 
force masses of ordinary Britons into our 
camp. To think that would be yet another 
misreading of the situation. If — and it still 
remains an ‘if’ — a physical backlash by 
gangs of non-political whites sparks what 
Asian News would probably describe as a 
‘race war’ in East London or in the North of 
England, it most certainly would not hand us 
political power on a plate. Any temptation to 
view the prospect in terms of Mosleyite 
‘collapse theory’ would be disastrous. Even if 
the violence led to ‘copycat’ trouble in other 
parts of the country, it would not automatically 
benefit the BNP. 


Stand by for media smears 


For the first result of serious ethnic 
disturbances would be a deluge of media 
smears against us which, while creating 
increased support for us in the areas affected, 
would be deeply worrying to the very elements 
of Middle Britain who are, for the first time 
ever, tentatively looking outside the Tory 
party for a political home. While there is 
plenty which could be done by our out-of- 
town units to allay their fears, the fact is that 
we would be unable to reach directly anything 
but a small proportion of the population. 

Fortunately, the fundamentally anti- 
immigration attitudes which persist in most of 
non-inner city Britain are such that, after the 
initial shock, the general reaction would be to 
strengthen such feelings, rather than to lose us 


long-term support. This is just as well because, 
in order to seize the opportunity to build really 
solid bases of support and localised political 
influence, the BNP will have to be at the 
forefront ofevery move to organise and express 
inner-city white communities’ political will 
to retain their territory. 

This must be done without provocation and 
without aggressive action, but it must be done, 
for if we do not lead our people in such a 
struggle we will forfeit the chance to lead 
them in anything. To put it bluntly, at atime of 
the Balkanisation of any society, the meek do 
not inherit the turf. 

Among the problems which would follow 
media attempts to blame political racial 
nationalists for the trouble would almost 
certainly be various disruptive measures 
undertaken by different arms of the security 
services. These could be overcome, but only 
if various internal organisational improve- 
ments have been made in advance. So rather 
than sitting back and waiting for the day when 
we can say ‘told you so’, BNP officials and 
activists need to be ready fora driveto improve 
the efficiency, security, and self-sufficiency 
of the party at every level. 


Still time to come to their senses 


Ofcourse, a belated understanding by police 
chiefs and established politicians that the East 
End and parts of northern England are 
powderkegs could lead them to take action to 
stop what is probably still only asmall minority 
of young Muslim hotheads throwing matches 
around. Things would probably calm down 
for a while, which would leave the BNP’s 
improved organisation to get on with the quiet 
job of turning growing resentment against 
Blair & Co. into council by-election victories. 

One way or another, those will come. And 
when they do, they will provide the credibility 
which leads thousands who have been involved 
in our politics in the past to realise that all 
hope is not lost, and to get back involved. 
They will provide the confidence to thousands 
more, who have never got involved in 
nationalist politics because they thought they 
were a dead-end, to play an active role. 

To look slightly further afield for one last 
parallel, the Front National had just one local 
council seat in 1980. Today it has more than 
2,000 — and rising. 

At the same time, Le Pen’s movement has 
created its own state-within-a-state, with 
everything from FN trade unions to summer 
universities, from huge festivals of French 
culture to soup kitchens. This combination of 
electoral politics and counter-power is, 
without doubt, the only possible road to victory 
in a modern, democratic Western society. 

Whatever does, or does not, happen 
along the fault-lines between the different 
ethnic groups in our inner cities, we must 
never lose sight of that big picture. 


NICK GRIFFIN FREE SPEECH 
TRIAL STARTS 27th APRIL 


THE FINAL act in the long-running legal drama begun by Alex Carlile’s 
attempt to silence his turbulent BNP constituent Nick Griffin will unfold at 
the end of this month in Harrow Crown Court, London. The trial will begin 
on Monday, 27th April, and is expected to last for a full week. 

The prosecution have still not answered Mr. Griffin’s challenge and offer to 
change his plea to ‘guilty’ if they can provide any evidence to support their case, 
something which should weigh heavily with the jury. Nevertheless, the catchment 
area for jury service at Harrow takes in such large immigrant populations that it is 
quite possible that the ‘twelve good men and true’ could be at least half non-British. 
So much for trial by one’s peers! 

We can confirm that Nick Griffin will be conducting his own defence, to what is 
a blatantly political charge. Plans are in hand to ensure that the significant media 
interest which was developing at the time of the aborted trial last December is 
reawakened this time as well. Regardless of the attitude of the Establishment media, 
a number of free speech and revisionist Websites around the world are also on 
stand-by to report on the battle in the court on a day-to-day basis. 

As he put the finishing touches to his own ‘prosecution’ of the multi-racial 
system, Nick explained how he sees the situation:- 


“Even if they don’t already regret bringing this case, the enemies of 
freedom certainly will do by the time it’s over. Even a multi-racial jury will 
learn so much about me, the BNP and the views of various nationalists and 
racial separatists that a ‘not guilty’ verdict would still be a real possibility. 
“If I get a flock of politically correct sheep who find me ‘guilty’, the 
resulting publicity campaign to explain why I am in jail will shock many 
thousands of hitherto apathetic people. Several individuals who have been 
‘sitting on the sidelines’ of nationalism for some years have promised to get 
involved if I do get sent down, and I’m sure that others will be stirred to 
follow suit. ‘Guilty’ or ‘not guilty’, this is therefore a case that we can’t 
lose, and they can’t win. Apart from the strain on my family, I can’t wait.” 


To make the biggest possible impact in this liberal show trial, and so deter its 
instigators from bringing similar proceedings again, it is vital that Nick Griffin and 
his team have the resources to do the job properly. Although a large number of 
people have given very generously, the ‘false start’ trial last December cost a large 
amount of money, particularly as Professor Faurisson and his research assistant 
had already been flown over and booked into a hotel before it was called off. 

With flight tickets for several witnesses from overseas, accommodation for 
them and for other members of the defence team, security arrangements, 
back-up research and office facilities, extra work on the cyberspace front, and 
various other essential requirements, the ‘free speech war-chest’ needs to 
contain £5,000 by the start of the trial. At present it stands at just over £2,000. 

“A number of supporters overseas, who do not normally give money to the 
BNP, have pledged further financial assistance,” says Nick, “and I do not want to 
divert money which our own people would otherwise give to the £50,000 Euro- 
elections fund. But there is no getting away from the fact that I can’t fight this case 
in the way it needs to be fought without donations from supporters in Britain, 
including some of those who have already given ’till it hurts.” 


It’s your freedom too, so help Nick Griffin defend it. Donations sent via the 
Welling P.O. Box will of course be passed on, but in order to avoid putting 
extra work on the shoulders of our increasingly busy administrative volunteers 
donations should be sent to: The Secretary, P.O. Box 14, Welshpool, Powys, 
SY27 7AF. Please make cheques/POs payable to ‘Publicity for Freedom’. 
Thank you. 
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ADVERTISEMENT 


“RAVORED RACES” 


An excerpt from the “Eugenic Manzfesto.” 


For a free copy of the “Eugenic Manifesto,” from which the below is an excerpt, 
please write to: P.O. Box 72, New Concord, KY 42076 


he subtitle of Darwin’s Origin of Species is “On the 

origin of species by means of natural selection or the 

preservation of favored races in the struggle for life”* 
The human race has evolved to its present state of intelligence 
and power because of “the preservation of favored races in the 
struggle for life.”* “Race”* is the central mechanism of evolu- 
tion that has created all living things. “The preservation of 
favored races”* is a simple process to understand, but its effects 
over time are awesome. If we examine the process, we find that 
at some stage in evolution we can observe a group of individu- 
als of a single species which exist in an area segregated from 
other members of that same species. As a result of chance muta- 
tion, there occur genetic variations in some members of that 
segregated group. As the generations continue to reproduce, 
these genetic variations accumulate in the progeny of that seg- 
regated group. At first, the accumulated genetic variations do 
not make the segregated group different enough from the orig- 
inal species to justify calling the segregated group a new species 
or even a new “favored race”* of the original species. However, 
after many generations, the segregated group or tribe which had 
accumulated sufficient genetic differences would be called a 
new “race”* of the original species. Over time, these newly 
developed segregated races continue to accumulate genetic dif- 
ferences through chance mutation, variation, etc. The “fav- 
ored”* variations increase the survivability of the “race”* which 
carries them. 

Once this new “favored race”* has become different enough 
from the original species, it is called a new species. Hence the 
subtitle, “On the origin of species by means of natural selection 
or the preservation of favored races in the struggle for life.”* 
There is really no probability that the “races”* would be equal. 
In fact, the whole notion runs directly counter to all evolution- 
ary theory and to the whole science of biology. 

Given the laws of biology, it would be a great surprise if the 
average strength or intelligence of one “race”* was found to be 
exactly equal to the average strength or intelligence of a differ- 
ent “race.”* Despite the controversy surrounding “race,”* it is 
not particularly useful to know which “race”* happens, as the 
result of an accident of evolutionary development, to have 
greater average strength or greater average intelligence because 
one could not predict from this average that any particular indi- 
vidual member of one “race,” was going to be superior or infe- 
rior to any particular individual member of a different “race.”* 
There are superior and inferior, strong and weak, intelligent and 
unintelligent individuals in all “races.”* Regardless of “racial”* 
averages, one would still have to judge each individual on the 
basis of individual merit without reference to the average of the 
group to which he happened to belong. Only’ by judging peo- 
ple as individuals, could we avoid injustice and enable all people 
to make the maximum contribution to society. There is no such 
thing as a superior “race”* per se, in the sense that every mem- 
ber of one “race”* is superior to every member of another 


“race.”* Neither is there such a thing as “racial” * equality in the 
sense that the average strength or intelligence of one “race”* is 
equal to the average strength or intelligence of every other 
“race.”* By judging people as individuals, one could perhaps 
identify a (superior) sociobiological class which might be a cross 
section of all “races”* although probably not in equal propor- 
tion. The only way you could have a [superior race] would be if 
a “favored race”* evolved into and became the next more high- 
ly evolved species above homosapiens, in which case it would 
become a superior species. Eugenics is a moral commitment not 
a racial affiliation and any “race”* that adopted a eugenic pro- 
gram could, given sufficient time, evolve into and become the 
next more highly evolved species above homo-sapiens. It is our 
hope that all “races”* will accept that moral responsibility and 
accomplish that objective, but it can not be accomplished with- 
in the political, philosophical and religious milieu of the 20th 
century. 


*Origin Of Species, CHARLES DARWIN 


For a free copy of the “‘Eugenic Manifesto,”’ from which the 
above is an excerpt, please write to: P.O. Box 72, New 
Concord, KY 42076, U.S.A. 


CANDOUR. British views letter, founded in 1953 by A.K. 


MORE THAN a thousand low-priced, hard to-find ‘burned’ books and tapes 


: ee z ae Chesterton to defend national sovereignty against the menace of 
from our new catalogue covering revisionist history, politics, health, Se 


international finance. Subscription: UK £15 peryear; Overseas 
£20 per year; USA $30 per year. Forest House, Liss Forest, 
Hants, GU33 7DD. 


religion. Big catalogue free but send a dollar bill or one International Reply 
coupon for S/H. Sons of Liberty Books, PO Box 449, Arabi, LA 70032, USA. 
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THE MUSIC OF CARL KLANG reviewed by MARK DEAVIN 


THE DEATH of Ian Stuart, just as he was 
moving from a form of rock music which 
generally appeals only to younger people, 
towards writing and performing more 
traditional ballads, was a tragic blow to the 
nationalist music scene in Britain. Despite 
the welcome appearance of some good 
individual slower songs by British bands 
still playing mainly in rock style, any 
English-speakers hoping to hear positive, 
pro-white, folk-style music have been 
disappointed. 

But, at last, the drought is over! We may still 
have to wait a while longer before we get a 
British version of the massively popular and 
influential young German nationalist singer, 
Frank Rennicke but, in the meantime, America 
has produced someone who is every bit as 
good. Based in Oregon with his wife and 
young family, Carl Klang is a writing, playing 
and singing genius. His songs are devastatingly 
witty, overwhelmingly catchy, and totally 
subversive — if you’re a New World Order 
politician, a media hack or a bankster. 

If you like the U.S. country-influenced style 
of mainstream singers, but have a problem 
with some of their lyrics, then Carl Klang is 
the solution. If Garth Brooks was a loyal 
Spearhead reader instead of a flippy-floppy 
liberal, this is the kind of material he’d be 
producing, but he wouldn’t be any better. 

The first track I heard was the satirical 
Don’tGo Castin’ Your Pearls (Before Swine). 
This is Carl’s toe-tapping account of his 
experiences with some of the ‘porkiest people’ 


i 


in the controlled media, including the New 
York Times and TV stations such as CBS and 
CNN. As he tells us:- 


“T should’a never let ’em turn their lyin’ 
cameras on 

“Cause when the cuttin’ and the editin’ was 
finally done 

They put horns on my head by changin’ 
everything I said, 

They made me sound like the Devil’s own 
son.” 


Having heard that track on a sample tape, I 
ordered Carl’s debut CD, The News Behind 
The News. This has eleven great tracks, and 
it’s hardly been off my CD player since it 
arrived. It’s not just the lyrics which are clever 
and well-sung. Carl’s instrument-playing is 
first class as well, and the combination is a 
winner. Turn Away From The Eagle would 
have knocked Chris Rea’s Road To Hell off 
the number one spot within days had it been 
given the same airtime. Similarly, This Ain’t 
America Anymore would become a more 
popular anthem among America’s down- 
trodden white workers and farmers. than 
anything Bruce Springsteen has ever released. 

Ifa picture tells a thousand words, and a face 
could launch a thousand ships, this song could 
start America’s second revolution:- 


“She was proud and free back in ‘63 

Back when coffee cost just a dime; 

When her children could play in the parks all day 
Without fear of drugs and crime. 

Yes, these streets of old, were once paved with 
gold 

But now they’re cold and damp I know, 

Since the job I just lost went south to Mexico. 
Guess these streets are the only place I’ve got 
left to go.” 


Carl is a committed Christian, but US-style 
Identity Christianity is very different to the 
sickly liberalism which pollutes most churches 
in Britain. This is the religion of militiamen 
and white separatists, not ofneo-Marxist vicars 
with a penchant for black choirboys:- 


“Heaven’s under siege, woe now, Heaven’s 
under siege 

When the Bible and the Bill of Rights 

Have been trampled in the streets 

And when the gentle lambs of Jesus Christ 
Rot in jails for their beliefs 

You know corruption reigns in government 
When Heaven’s under siege.” 


So atheists, pantheists, pagans and Odinists 
can’t say they weren’t warned, but they 
shouldn’t let it put them off either. The songs 
are so catchy, militant and so refeshingly 
positive, that no racial loyalist — regardless 
ofreligion — can be.offended or hurt even by 
the ones with a Christian element. 


Grass-roots voice 

In an eery way, these songs are far more 
than just the words of Carl Klang. There is 
something much deeper at work here. They 
give musical voice to the grass-roots mood in 
an America where the majority of people 
believe that the biggest threat to their freedom 
comes from their own government, and 
millions of them already expect to have to 
fight to against that threat. 

Carl calls on his fellow patriots to 
organise, to lobby Congress, and to fight 
elections, but if those constitutional 
methods are thwarted by an unconst- 
itutional state, the crowds which will one 
day drag the tyrants out of the Capitol, the 
Pentagon and Wall Street will have his 


songs on their lips. Get hold of the CD, and 


they’ ll be on yours too! 


Carl Klang, Music, have kindly 
given permission for the distribution 
in Britain of a short introductory 
tape. This has the whole of Don’t 
Go Castin’ Your Pearls (Before 
Swine) and samples from three 
other great tracks. Complete with a 
commentary by Nick Griffin, this is 
the ideal way to hear “America’s 
Number One Patriotic Balladeer” for 
~ yourself. 

Please send £2.50, including 
p&p, made payable to ‘Publicity For 
Freedom’ to: PO Box 14, 
Welshpool, Powys, SY21 7AF. Or 
buy the CD straight away from the 
same address for just £13.50 
including Recorded Delivery p&p. 

Overseas readers should 
contact Carl direct on (U.S. Code) 
503-824-3371. Everyone on the 
Web should visit his site at - 
www.klang.com. This includes 
photos of concerts and 30 second 
audio samples from each of Carl’s 
S3 songs. - 
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The Varangian Guard: 
Key to our ancestral heritage 


A BNP member, who is also a Priest of the Archdiocese of Thyatiera and Great Britain, explains 
why he sees a close affinity between British nationalism and the Orthodox Church. The first part 
of the name of the Archdiocese is taken from a part of Asia Minor, now lost to Turkish occupation. 


THE ROMAN EMPIRE has been a source 
of great inspiration for many nationalists 
in history and a symbol of multi-racial 
decadence for others. Yet any debate 
between the two views is inevitably 
distorted by the fact that the accepted 
version of the history of the “end of Rome” 
is partial and blinkered. The Empire was 
indeed finished in Western Europe by the 
year 500 A.D., but in Aastern Europe it 
survived until the sixteenth century before 
finally being overrun by Islam. This 
continuation of the Roman Empire, despite 
the rather misleading label of ‘Byzantine’, 
is of great significance for those of us who 
wish to repossess the inheritance of our 
fathers. Living in an age when our racial 
and national heritage is under mortal 
threat, it is of vital importance that we 
receive strength and encouragement by 
rediscovering our Saxon and Celtic roots. 

Some wish to return to the paganism of our 
forebears, but this is to overlook completely 
the flowering of Celtic and Saxon culture 


Page 20 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND > 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular 
donations from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 
these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to 
handle our magazine. Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to: Spearhead, clo PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested, in which case 
an SAE would be much appreciated. Thanks. 


which took place during what are wrongly 
termed the ‘Dark Ages’. Overall, it was as 
Christians and as Roman citizens that our 
ancestors reached the highest peak in their 
realisation of truth, and its cultural expression. 

Christianity in its Roman Catholic and 
Protestant forms was not the religion which 
originally inspired our people. It is of great 
significance that, very shortly after the Norman 
conquest, English refugees began settling in 
Constantinople — the capital of the surviving 
empire, and the ‘New Rome’. William the 
Conqueror did more than win at Hastings and 
seize the throne; he set about the destruction 
of Saxon culture and, amid horrific atrocities, 
turned the English into slaves. 


Cultural genocide 
Part of the genocide was the imposition of 
papalism upon our country, in the course of 
which many Saxon Minsters were demolished 
to make way for the cathedrals we see today. 
The contention that the Saxons only built with 
wood, and that the Normans were therefore 
replacing poor structures with far superior 
buildings, is totally untrue. Willam’s great 
building programme was intended as a symbol 
of conquest, and of the victory of papal 
Christianity over the Christianity which had 
first been brought to our shores as early as the 
first century. 
Those noble English families which 
managed to escape found in Constantinople a 
culture which was essentially their own, and 


they kept their national identity for several 
generations. By 1066, the Roman Emperor in 
Constantinople had for many years had a 
special personal army, knownas the Varangian 
Guard. The Varangians were Vikings, who 
had travelled from the Baltic, down the great 
rivers of what are now Russia and Ukraine, to 
the Black Sea. They were highly disciplined, 
loyal, fought on foot wielding great two- 
handed axes, and were greatly feared by the 
Emperor’s enemies. From about 1070, 
Englishmen started to join their ranks and, by 
the end of the eleventh century, the Guard was 
almost entirely Saxon. These men and their 
families found in Constantinople the freedom 
to practice their religion without interference 
from the Pope’s Norman emissaries. 

Up until the eleventh century the church 
had been undivided in Europe. In 1054, 
however, Pope Leo IX excommunicated 
everyone who refused to accept his claim to 
universal jurisdiction over all Christians. 


Schism 

This act represented the tragic departure 
of the Western Church from the original and 
apostolic Faith, and the creation of what is 
now known as ‘Roman Catholicism’. As a 
result, it is the Orthodox Church, preserved in 
the national Churches of Russia and Greece, 
and within several other nations of Eastern 
Europe and the Middle East, which continues 
the traditions of the undivided Church from 
which the Pope of Rome broke away. 


Driven from their homeland by the 
victorious Normans (top left), English 
refugees sailed to Constantinople 


It is within the Orthodox tradition that we 
can discover the religion of the Varangian 
Guards, and hence the Faith of our fathers. 
This was recognised in the middle of the last 
century by an Englishman named Stephen 
Hatherly. He was ordained a Priest in 
Contantinople and, in 1870, founded a Church 
in Wolverhampton which attracted a group of 
local converts before being forced to close by 
Establishment pressure. 

The faithful regrouped in Kidderminster, 
but the Rev. Hatherly was instructed that he 
could only minister to foreigners, so they were 
left weithout an official priest. The Patriach in 
Constantinople was in no position to defend 
them, as he lived under Turkish oppression 
and had to be very sensitive to the demands of 
the British Establishment to which he looked 
for aid. 


Symbolic of national decline 

The church building was purchased by 
Protestants, eventually passed into the hands 
of a group of West Indians, and was then sold 
to a brewery. The site is now a pub car park 
and, at the bottom of the same road, a mosque 
is being built on the site ofanother demolished 
church. This short stretch of road thus 
symbolises in many ways the cultural and 
spiritual decline of our nation. 

A nineteenth century Russian theologian, 
Alexei Khomiakov, astutely observed in his 
correspondence with.the English scholar 
William Palmer that Roman Catholicism and 
Protestantism are just two sides of a single 
coin. Superficially they appear to be very 
different, but they have both become infected 
by a similar spirit, which makes them 
particularly vulnerable to subversion by the 


enemies of Christianity and of our people. 
Both traditions are characterised by the 
assertion of human will and reason over and 
against a dependence upon the Holy Spirit of 
God. The Roman tradition grew out of the 
assertion that one man is the supreme head of 
the church, and the sole judge of all matters 
concerning doctrine and ethics. The Protestant 
reaction against this was very understandable, 
but instead of returning to Orthodoxy the 
reformers replaced the single Pope with a 
countless number of popes, with the individual 
believer becoming the judge of Holy Scripture. 
The nature of Christianity was left to the 
mercy of individual opinion. In both cases, 
man replaced God at the very centre of 
Christian life. 


Rejection of liberalism 

As in Stephen Hatherly’s day, Orthodox 
Christianity is regarded today as extremely 
threatening by the Establishment. It steadfastly 
refuses to adopt the liberal agenda which is 
destroying both Rome and Canterbury, and 
which is removing from these traditions the 
last vestiges of true Christianity. Orthodoxy 
has always respected the individual nation, 
and encouraged a situation in which each race 
has been able to express Christianity in its 
own language and culture. This family of 
autonomous churches is consequently a great 
obstacle to those working for the establishment 
of the New World Order, and both Marxism 
and Islam have been used in attempts to 
destroy it. 

It is the writer’s belief that we can only 
rediscover the faith of our Fathers by 
rejoining the Orthodox family, something 
which growing numbers of British people 


For a thousand years after the might of 
Rome collapsed into ruins like these at 
Sabratha, now in Libya, the Imperial 
tradition lived on in Constantinople 


are doing today. Tragically, Const- 
antinople, called ‘Micklegarth’ (‘Big City’ 
by our Saxon and Viking forebears, is now 
Istanbul. Wein these islands, at the opposite 
end of Europe, face a similar Islamic 
takeover, although unlike the last fighters 
of Constantinople very few of our people 
are offering any resistance, even though 
peaceful, legal political campaigning with 
the BNP can still save the day. But time is 
running out. Let us take up the example of 
our Varangian ancestors and guard with 
our lives the precious heritage of our people. 


£50,000 EURO-ELECTION FUND — PROGRESS REPORT 


While a number of local units already have significant sums building up in their Euro-election savings accounts, the results of the 
first month's appeal towards the national section of the fund have to be described as mediocre. This is not so much a reflection 
on what has been donated so far — the total of £499 would be perfectly respectable normally, particularly as the £2,000 video 
editing equipment fund was raised in full in under three weeks in the month before — but it is simply not enough in view of the 


ambitious target which must be reached. 


So while the fund will look very much healthier once a new monthly report sheet system for BNP units makes it possible to 
keep a running total of the local funds as well, we must ask the many readers who merely nodded in agreement when the appeal 
was announced to examine their consciences and their wallets. As the list below shows, a number of people have already taken 
action to help, but don’t leave it all to them. 


R.B. Cornwall £20 

Anon. Norfolk £100 

Anon. Brighton £52 

Anon. Nottingham £20 

Anon. Teddington, Middx £25 
H.D.T. Wakefield, Yorks. £50 


Anon. Blackpool, Lancs. £20 
London patriot. £80 

D. S. Manchester £5 

Anon. Cambridge £5 

A.W. Enfield, Middx £52 
A.P. Romford, Essex £20 


Anon Herts. £20 

Anon. North East England £10 
Anon. Isle of Lewis £10 

K. S. Isle of Lewis £10 


Please make cheques/PO’s payable to ‘British National Party’ and send c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent, DA16 3DW. 
Please indicate if you wish to remain anonymous. In order to save on administration time and costs, donations 
below £10 will not be acknowledged unless accompanied by an SAE. Fighting next year’s Euro-elections will 
be another huge step forward for the BNP. But we need your support to take it. Please act today! 
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The Editor 
'Spearhead' 

c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: I’ve just read a copy of British 
Countryman and am writing to 
congratulate Nick Griffin for editing, and 
the BNP for distributing, such a first- 
class piece of political journalism. It is 
the best written publicity directed at 
ordinary folk I’ve seen in years. 

NEIL 

Croydon, Surrey 


SIR: John Tyndall, in his article ‘Unity 
— now!’ (last month), refers to 
speculation in the January issue of 
Searchlight magazine concerning a BNP/ 
National Front merger. It should be a 
matter of interest that in the March 
issue of this rag the editor returns to 
the same theme in an article headed ‘No 
go for BNP/NF unity as NF steps up 
street presence.’ It is quite obvious 
from a reading of this latter article that 
the writer is doing his very best to turn 
NF people off a link-up with the BNP, 
and he even goes so far as to give the 
NF a boost by claiming that it has been 
more active on the streets in London 
than its much larger counterpart. | am 
reminded of what Mr. Tyndall said 
about Searchlight being written as 
much for the consumption of 
nationalists as of our opponents, its 
purpose being “to confuse, misinform, 
disorient and divide.” Searchlight’s 
editor clearly dreads the BNP and the 
NF coming together and ts doing 
everything he can to discourage it. 

It is curious that in the same issue of 
Searchlight there is a report on the 
situation in Germany where it is stated 
that nationalists are at last beginning to 
unite forces after many years of 
division. The catalyst for this has been 
a series of government bans on various 
nationalist parties, excluding the NPD 
(National-democratische Partei 
Deutschlands), which by skilful self- 
discipline has avoided doing anything to 
bring itself into conflict with the law. 
The result? Great numbers of the 
previous members of these banned 
groups have flocked into the NPD, 
giving it growth that it has not enjoyed 
since the 1960s. At its recent congress 

‘in Passau it attracted some 6,000 
delegates. In effect the German state 
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has done the whole German nationalist 
movement a big favour by unwittingly 


* forcing it to unite. 


The lesson? Patriots in Germany, like 
those in France, are becoming a strong 
political force by uniting in one dominant 
party rather than being splintered into 
smaller grouplets. Let’s hope that 
patriots in Britain get the message! 

G. H. WAKEFORD 
Sudbury, Suffolk 


SIR: Rupert Murdoch is in the news 
regarding his reduction in the price of 
The Times to knock The Independent 
out of existence. Well, no patriot will be 
too upset about that — 7he /ndependent 
is the most consistently treasonable of 
all the dailies. 

But one really interesting recent action 
of Murdoch has received virtually no 
publicity at all. It is well known that he 
criticises the Royal Family for their 
traditional preference for kings rather 
than queens, even when the eldest child 
is female. But he has just disinherited 
his eldest daughter, 29, in favour of his 
25-year old son, giving the reason that 
his daughter has married, has two 
children and will be deciding how many 
more to have. In truth though, that has 
probably already been decided, for she 
has separated from her black husband. 
Why won’t he’ give the real reason — he 
is horrified by the thought of a coloured 
grandchild inheriting his influential 
empire. 

M. F. INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


SIR: All the political and media 
comments on the late Enoch Powell 
have combined grudging admiration for 
his intellectual brilliance and moral 
courage with condemnation of his 
speeches on immigration. It seems that 
we are to assume that Powell’s 
incontestable intellectual and moral 
qualities somehow failed him when 
addressing the single most important 
factor in post-war British history. We 
can dismiss the stomach-turning 
hypocrisy of most of these comment- 
ators as dismal examples of ‘political 
correctness’ for future historians. 
Certain it is that a truly definitive and 
honest assessment of Powell’s real 
stature and influence is unlikely to be 
published within the confines of the 
present political and media regime. 
Meanwhile, most British nationalists will 
readily acknowledge Powell’s patriotism 
but deeply regret his failure to take full 
advantage of historic opportunities. It is 
plain enough that he altowed his loyalty 
to the Conservative Party and his 
infatuation with Westminster to take 
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precedence over his duty to the British 
people at large; a fact which he himself 
seems to have recognised belatedly 
during his subsequent sojourn in the 
political wilderness. Immediately 
following his dismissal from the 
infamous Heath’s shadow cabinet, he 
had a golden opportunity to establish a 
genuinely ‘conservative’ party, which 
would have swept the polls at the 
expense of both the Heathites and the 
Labour and Liberal multi-racialists. 
Instead, he clung obsessively to an 
Establishment which had long since 
abandoned all of the things he 
cherished. 

This misplaced loyalty was not only 
the essence of Powell’s tragedy but of 
that same ‘pseudo-conservatism’ which 
has continued to betray the British 
people behind the facade of electoral 
options. Some readers may recall the 
legendary encounter between Alexander 
the Great and Diogenes, the eccentric 
but revered sage who lived in a barrel; it 
epitomises the contrast between 
intellectual distinction and wordly 
success. Powell’s flaw was that he 
couldn’t bring himself to leave his 
particular barrel to lead his country out 
of the wilderness. Let us then honour 
his passionate patriotism, but take on 
our own shoulders the task of fulfilling 
his dream of a greater Britain. 

FRANK KIMBAL-JOHNSON 
Louth, Lincs. 


SIR: Being both Somerset-born and a 
recent convert to nationalism (thanks to 
Goldsmith), | am pleased that the BNP 
is taking an interest in rural issues. 
However, | am concerned about its 
support for bloodsports. 

The main concerns among my family 
and friends back home are over lack of 
affordable housing and the low wage 
economy. There is also opposition to 
the closures of post offices, schools and 
cottage hospitals. These were the main 
reasons for the high attendance at the 
Countryside Rally. 

‘Freedom’ to indulge in bloodsports is 
no more valid than freedom to commit 
rape. It is unmanly to kill defenceless 
animals, and supporting such things 
runs contrary to the BNP’s aim of moral 
rejuvenation for our glorious nation. 

S. HIPPISLEY 
Plymouth, Devon 


Editor’s note: The BNP does not support 
bloodsports, but believes them as an 
economically and socially valuable part 
of the fabric of rural life. It is therefore 
for country folk themselves, not urban 
politicians, to decide whether or not 
they should hunt. 


BNP BOOK SERVICE (PHONE 0374 454893) 


AGRICOLA and GERMANIA (Tacitus). £6.99. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and German ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 
AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various 
aspects of the collapse of modern civilisation. 
1981, 375pp. 

...AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE (David 
Icke) £13.50. A very individual and controverial 
study of the global financial and political e//te. 
1995. 474pp. 

ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (ed Campbell) £15.00. A 
handsome, well-illustrated book covering the 
history of England and the culture of its peoplefrom 
the 4th to 11th century, 1982 rep. 1991, 272pp 
APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving) £15.00 An updated 
version the 1963 account of this real "war crime" 
— the Allied terror bombing of an undefended 
city, packed with refugees fleeing from rape and 
murder at the hands of the Red Army. 1995, xiv, 
315pp. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 
250pp. 

BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £6.99. Describes Anglo- 
Saxon culture and organisation and relations with 
the Celts between the leaving of the Romans and 
the coming of the Normans, 1952, this ed. 1991, 
256pp. 

BELL CURVE (Richard J. Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £25.00. This important book, which has 
aroused enormous controversy in the USA, deals 
with differences in intellectual capacity among 
people and groups. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 
BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence 
from EC bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 
BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. 
Subtitled ‘A history of four nations’ this is an 
outline of British history by an academic historian 
stressing the role of the non-English parts of the 
British Isles. 1989, 324pp. 

CALL IT CONSPIRACY (Larry Abraham) £14.00. 
An updating of the classic None Dare Call It 
Conspiracy. Shows how socialism is a product of 
the wealthy, and how money manipulation has 
disastrous political consequences. Author is an 
American geopolitical analyst. 1985, xvii, 325pp. 
CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about 
the destruction of the white race by Asian 
immigrant invasion. Once on sale in ordinary 
bookshops, but now only available from the 
nationalist underground. 1973, 311pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and 
individuals seeking to suppress the historian David 
Irving’s freedom to travel and communicate and 
of the smear campaign against him. The book 
relates largely to Mr. Irving’s efforts to get into 
Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. . 
CASTLE OF LIES: Why Britain must get out of 
Europe (Christopher Booker and Richard North) 
£8.95. Devastating effects of European 
bureaucracy on our daily lifes and how the truth 
is covered up. 1996, xii, 244pp. 

CELTIC MYTHS AND LEGENDS (D.W. Rolleston) 
£1.99. The myths of the founders of Britain.First 


published early this century, reprinted 1994. . 


457pp. 

CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history 
that have not found their way into textbooks or 
newspapers. A welcome return to print. 1974, 
48pp. . 
CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charmley) 


Prices given in each case do not include postal 
charges, which should be estimated by 
calculating one eighth the total value of the 
order, except in the case of overseas orders, 
where those about to order should first enquire. 
Minimum postage for UK orders is SOp. 
Payment, in sterling only, should be enclosed 
with all orders. All cheques or postal orders 
should be made out to the "BNP Book 
Service" only, and should not be included in 
remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly if “BNP Book Service’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail 
order address: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 

DA16 3DW. 
. wi * 
Please note this fact, which is of great 
importance: the books sold through the BNP 
Book Service are written by many different 
kinds of authors holding a number of different 
political viewpoints, very few of them being in 
any way connected with the British National 
Party. The party’s Book Service distributes 
these books because it is felt that they fill 
important gaps in public information and 
understanding of vital national and 
international issues. This does not mean that 
all of what is printed in these books should 
necessarily be taken as representative of the 
policies of the British National Party. We 
reserve the right to differ with some of the 
authors on some parts of their writings. 


£20.00 A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship 1940-57 showing the disastrous 
consequences of Churchill’s faith in US friendship. 
1995. xv, 427pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s WW Il 
leaders. Believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern’ history will not like this book, as it 
describes its central character as the man who 
ruined Britain and the British Empire in his insane 
vendetta against Germany. 1987, 591pp. 
CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley) £30.00. This massive work follows in 
the footsteps of David Irving in his Churchill’s 
War in its demolition of the myth of Churchill as 
a great national leader. The author is less scathing 
in his treatment of his subject than is Irving, even 
stating that Churchill was a ‘great man’. 
Nevertheless, the book highlights our war 
Premier’s overweening personal ambition and is 
particularly critical of his failure to come to an 
agreement with Hitler after British forces had 
been defeated in Europe in 1940. A valuable new 
contribution to revisionist history. 1993, 742pp. 
COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows 
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how liberalism and lack of political realism brought 
about Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, 
industrial and military fields. A classic work by a 
mainstream historian 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo P. 
Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£17.75. A best seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
CRYING WOLF: HATE CRIME HOAXES IN 
AMERICA (Laird Wilcox) £13.00. A survey of 
over 120 cases where "race attacks" have been 
fabricated for political or financial advantage, 
1994, 128, (20)pp. 

DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. Important work on the money power and 
its threat to the freedom of mankind. The author 
was a distinguished RAF officer and active 
nationalist. 1956, rep. 1992, 72pp. 
DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £8.25. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and 
injustices. 1995,vii,126pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted 
worldwide attention, dealing as it does with racial 
problems in America and not just simply the 
black-white situation. 2nd edition 1981, 613pp. 
EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£7.95. Controversial view of the EU, arguing that 
itis fascist and corporatist in inspiration Discusses 
the Bilderberg Group, the CIA andinternationalists 
such as Arnold Tynbee and Joseph Retinger. 
1996, 149pp. 

FABLE OF THE DUCKS AND THE HENS £5.00. A 
full colour cartoon story of how a hard-working 
society of gullible ducks is subverted and 
dispossessed by the crafty hens. A fable for all 
ages. 1996, 21pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “’...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of 
the Second World War...the definitive revisionist 
work on the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 

FORGED WAR CRIMES MALIGN THE GERMAN 
NATION (Udo Walendy) £6.66. A study of the 
photographic forgeries used to denigrate Germany. 
2nd ed. 1989, 80pp. 

FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the 
European Community.1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL TYRANNY... STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the UN is being developed 
as an omnipotent global government, suppressing 
national identities and freedom. 1992 xvii, 350pp. 
HEREDITY & HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) £9.65. 
Cover race, eugenics and modern science. A 
scholarly but eminently readable criticism of 
egalitarianism by the holder of a Ph.D. in 
Anthropology. 1996. 162pp. 

HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 

HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. Revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 
1991,VI, 857pp. 


HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies 
clinicalmethods to an investigation of the 
‘Holocaust’ and dissects a number of popular 
myths. 2nd ed. 1977, 315pp. 


(Contd. overleaf) 
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HOLOCAUST DENIAL: NEW NAZI LIE OR NEW 
INQUISITION? (Alexander Baron) £8.50. Defends 
the rights of revisionists and exposes the lies of 
those seeking to suppress free enquiry on the 
subject. 1994, 179pp. 

IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) £35. 
Study of the life and thought of A.K. Chesterton, 
one of the major figures in British nationalism 
from the ‘30s to the ‘70s. Not a hymn of praise, 
but generally fair. 1996, xiii, 250pp. 


IMPERIUM (Ulrich Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of 
the post-war period. The author rejects Marx, 
Freud and other ‘culture distorters’ and demolishes 
the whole ideology of ‘liberalism.’ Originally 
published 1948, 625pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? (Prof. 
Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey of 
modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 
1983, 94pp. 

JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £11.99. An absolutely vital book by an 
heroic Israeli professor. This detailed examination 
of the deeply anti-Gentile teachings of much of 
Judaism is a real eye-opener. Buy it! 

LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £7.99. The 
disgraceful story of how the anti-Communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over for slaughter 
by the Soviets between 1944 and 1947. 
LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are 
threatening our future. 1980, 246pp. 
LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an 
American engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. 
Leuchter effectively testified that such installations 
could not have existed in German occupied Europe 
before or during 1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 

LIARS OUGHT TO HAVE GOOD MEMORIES 
(Alexander Baron) £4.99. An exposure of the lies 
and crimes of the Searchiight ‘mole’ Ray Hill and 
a demolition of his ridiculous book The Other Face 
of Terror. 1994, 128pp. 

MATTER OF LIFE OR DEBT, A (Eric de Mare) 
£4.75. A distinguished architectural historian 
examines the flaws in our financial and banking 
system and offers a remedy based on the ideas of 
C.H. Douglas. 1983, 140pp. 

MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 

NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. Astudy of the political power and ambitions 
of America’s and the world’s financial capitalists 
and of their link-up with communism. 1970, 
144pp. 

NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£8.00. An outline of the secret history of the 
events leading up to the Second World War, 
including information on previous upheavals. The 
author had the honour of being imprisoned without 
trial for four years during World War Il, despite his 
status as a member of parliament. Originally 
published 1952, 128pp. 

NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial tensions 
in anumber of areas, showing that they are based 
not on hate or bigotry but on natural, universal 
tendencies. 1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972,288pp. 

NOT GUILTY AT NUREMBERG: THE GERMAN 
DEFENCE CASE (Carlos Porter) £3.00. Re- 
examination of the evidence presented at the 
Nuremberg Tribunal showing clearly the 
unsatisfactory nature of the proceedings. 2nd ed. 
1998, 48pp. 

NUREMBERG: THE LAST BATTLE (David Irving) 
£20.00 An exposure of the hypocrisy and 
criminality of the Nuremberg war-crimes trials. 
Uses unpublished diaries and documents. 377pp. 
POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of 
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political power and the elements which wield it in 
the present century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, 
a professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race 
means and how the concept has affected human 
thinking. A specialist book, but one of great 
importance. 1974, 625pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20 A4 pages. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an 
essential element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £17.00. 
A reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Anglo- 
Saxons, Vikings and Normans, with information 
on related peoples of Europe. 1885 rep 1983, vi, 
273pp. 


RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS (W.C. 
George) £4.00. Shows how the racial egalitarian 
dogma is flawed despite the influential forces 
promoting it. 1967, 80pp. 


RECONSTRUCTION TRILOGY, THE (Thomas 
Dixon) £12.00. A reprint of The Leopard's Spots, 
The klansman and The Traitor, three great novels 
dealing with the ‘Reconstruction’ of the American 
South after the Civil War as seen from the 
Southern Whites’ point of view. Dixon’s novels 
inspired the epic D.W. Griffith film Birth of a 
Nation, the race mixers’ least favourite picture. 
1902-1907, rep. 1994, xx, 550pp. 


RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, THE (Hilaire 
Belloc). £3.50. Reprint of the 1936 classic. 
Trenchant criticism of both capitalism and 
communism. 1984, 78pp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £17.50. A former official of the 
European Commission exposes the lies and deceit 
involved in the establishment of the ERM and the 
dangers involved in European monetary union 
and European federalism.1995, xviii, 427pp. 


SEARCHLIGHT ON A SEARCHLIAR (Alexander 
Baron) £2.99. A detailed, factual and annotated 
destruction of the pretensions of Gerry Gable, 
self-styled ‘anti-fascist’ researcher and editor of 
Searchlight magazine. 1993, 36pp. 2 copies left. 
SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE 
MOVEMENTS (Nesta Webster) £14.00. A 
standard authority on the secret societies 
undermining civilisation and Christianity in the 
200 years up to the 1920s. Rep. 1994, 419pp. 


SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION ULSTER 
MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) £5.99. The 
author’s solution of self-determination for Ulster 
under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement 


to which the province has been subjected by 
direct rule. 1992, 192pp. 


SOME TO MECCA TURN TO PRAY (Mervyn 
Hiskett) £12.95. An examination of Islamic values 
and tradition with important sections on the 
relations between Moslems and host societies 
and Islam and Zionism. 1991, 357pp. 


SPEARHEAD BINDER £7.60. Made to hold 12 
copies of Spearhead magazine. Keep your valuable 
collection of back-numbers in perfect condition 
and ready for handy reference. 


STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy. 1987, 152pp. 
SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. Monahan) 
£7.80. Aseries of articles from the Socia/ Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival and offering solutions to the 
problem of inflation. 1971, viii, 124pp. 


THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. A cost benefit anyalysis of the 
UK's membership of the EU and a description of 
the various alternatives to membership. 1996, 
111pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power structures that 
exist in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 


THUS SPAKE ZARATHUSTRA (Friedrich 
Nietzsche) £6.99. The doctrine of racial progress 
and the development of the Superman. This ed. 
1969, 343pp 

TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong). £11.95. A businessman discusses 
the origin of our money system, its social and 
ecological consequences and proposals for its 
reform. 1996, 137pp. 


TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. 
Enigmatic businessman defends the concept of 
the nation state and points out the perils of free 
trade, particularly from the far East. 1994, 216pp. 
TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson & 
Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and detailed 
exposure of the illegal and unconstitutional action 
of the Government in signing the Treaty of 
Maastricht. 1994 123pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £4.40. 
Describes the effects of the ‘winds of change’ in 
Africa and the agencies responsible for the plight 
of that continent today. 3rd ed., 1995,xv,92pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 7he 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 
113pp. 

VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The 
links between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel 
prize-winner in chemistry, points the way to a 
satisfactory and beneficial financial system. A 
long-established classic. 1926, rep. 1983, 320pp. 


WITNESS TO HISTORY (Michael Walsh) £3.50. 
Large 64-page magazine format. Stunning 
compilation of quotes, mainly from Allied sources, 
which gives a very different view of WW2. 1996. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. Lilienthal) 
£19.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. A real eye-opener from an author who 
can’t be smeared ‘anti-semitic’ by the enemies of 
the truth! 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of 20th century 
history, covering such events as the Bolshevik 
Revolution, the origins of WW2, the creation of 
Israel and the relationship between communism 
and capitalism. 1992, iii, 205pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A12 
page report on the murderous activities in the US 
of the Zionists in the Jewish Defence League. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


A New Way Forward 
A summary of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 83p post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the 1992 election. 
Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way Forward 
(above) but with different title, cover design and 
introduction. 83p post-free. 


Where We Stand 
An abridged statement of BNP policies. Standard 
information brochure sent to enquirers. 33p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Booklet outlining the British National Party case against 
the EC and in particular against the Maastricht Treaty. 
Produced by BNP Devon Branch in collaboration with 
party headquarters. 64p post-free. 


The Enemy Within 

Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of mass 
brainwashing. The booklet comprises the text of an 
official complaint by the party to the Broadcasting 
Complaints Commission. 56p post-free. 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This is the publication that so many have been waiting 
for. The handbook is a comprehensive instruction course 
in all the essential techniques needed in promoting and 
building the British National Party at local branch level, 
starting from scratch when the activist is entirely alone. 
This booklet is a mine of information that all activists, 
old and new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a ‘must’ for 
everyone who wants to be more than just an armchair 
nationalist. The Handbook is illustrated and runs to 71 
pages. £2.00 post-free. 

BNP Propaganda handbook 

Spreading the Word is a handbook on propaganda 
designed to supplement the Activists’ Handbook. 
Illustrated, Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) Speaking 
from the platform and presentation of Party meetings. 
Special attention is also given to dealing with enemy 
smears — valuable for this alone. £2.00 post-free. 


BADGES & MERCHANDISE 


BNP Badges 

British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. £1.60 post-free. 

Union Jack lapel badges 

£1.60 each post-free. £1.38 each post-free for 10 or 
more. Wear and sell anywhere. 


VITAL ! 
Britain Reborn is 
the British National 
Party’s 1997 
general election 
manifesto. In 64 
large pages, it 
examines all the 
problems facing 
our country today, 
and sets out the 
BNP policies which 
will meet the challenges ahead. 
Essential reading! Price £3.55 incl. p&p. 
Don't miss it — order today! 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £3.86 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 
BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for - 
sowing onto sports bags, jackets, etc. £1.60 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


MOST TOPICAL LEAFLET 


“STOP THE RACE ATTACKS’ leaflet. 
Powerful single-sided leaflet 
condemning the growing problem 
of racial attacks by Asian gangs 
against innocent whites. £5 per 
1,000 plus £5.15 p&p, or just £5.80 
postage for 2,000. 

Get to work now to demand Civil 
- Rights for Whites! 


Striking two-sided leaflet. Red, white and blue colour 
scheme lends visual impact to an excellent leaflet. All the 
best slogans are used including ‘Rebuild Britain Now’! 
which features sections on ‘Health and Welfare’, ‘A 
Decent Education’, ‘Say No to Europe’! and ‘Rebuild 
Our Industry’. Other slogans used include ‘Time For A 
New Party’; ‘Join Us’! and ‘Make Britain Safe’! which 
focuses on crime-ridden Britain and identifies our 
solutions, including the rebuilding of a sense of national 
community — possible only in an all-white Britain! This 
is the fourth ‘Spearhead’ leaflet that the party used in the 
run up to the General Election and is just as useful now 
as it was under the Tories. £9.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £5.15 for 1,000 and £5.80for 2,000. 


Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed for 
general recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of 
best known BNP policies. A- summons to battle! 


Defend Britain's Fishermen! Attacks the betrayal of 
the fishing industry. Especially suitable for giving out in 
fishing areas. 

Hang Child Murderers! Calls for the death penalty for 
the killing of little children — especially topical following 
cases such as the murder of little Daniel Handley by 
homosexual perverts. 

Anti-Tory leaflet. Aimed especially at disillusioned 
Tory voters and activists, explaining why their party lost 
the election and must now be abandoned.To be followed 
by an anti-Labour equivalent as soon as Blair’s electoral 
honeymoon is over! 

These leaflets cost £5.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £5.15 for 1,000 and £5.80 for 2,000. 


Regular leafletting is the key to increased recruitment. 
These are first class propaganda weapons, use them 
to build the British Resistance! 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally January ’97. Video of the postponed 1996 BNP 
Annual Rally, held in London on January 25th 1997. 
Speeches by Dr. Donald Stevens, Nick Griffin, Richard 
Edmonds, John Tyndall and overseas guest Jose Ramos. 


Rally ’95. Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged in 


London on November 1 1th 1995. Hear and see speeches 
by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, Thomas Andersson, 
Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce and John Tyndall. 
Video of Rally ’95 costs £15.83 including p&p. 


Rally ’94. Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged near 
London on November Sth 1994. Speeches by David 
Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther Deckhert, Claude 
Cornilleau, Michael Newland and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’93. Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged just 
outside London on November 6th 1993. Hear and see 
speeches by John Morse, David Bruce, Kirk Lyons, 
Claude Cornilleau and John Tyndall. 


Videos of Rally ’87, Rally ’89, Rally ’90, Rally ’91 and 
Rally ’92 are also available. All feature a wide range of 
speakers, including John Tyndall, Richard Edmonds and 
David Bruce, plus some excellent contributions from 
local BNP officials and guest speakers. 


Videos of Rally ’87 to Rally ’94 cost just £13.05 incl. 
p&p. Allare ideal to show to family or friends, or for 
use at local BNP meetings if a main speaker is not 
available. Use them to help speed up the political 
education of new recruits, or to inspire ‘old hands’ to 
that vital bit of extra effort. TV is a powerful weapon 
— use it to help build the BNP! 


RALLY ‘97 


Video recording of the 
British National Party Annual 
Rally, November 22nd 1997 


Hear:- 
NICK GRIFFIN 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
JOHN TYNDALL 
& OTHERS 


BNP Recordings, c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


The BNP’s Rally November ‘97. Second BNP rally 
in the year, notable for excellent regional reports 
as well as the contributions from the usual main 
speakers. Rally ‘97 costs just £15. 83 incl. p&p. , 


BNP AUDIO TAPES 


Rally ’95. Tape-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged in London on November 1 1th 1995. Hear speeches 
by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, Thomas Andersson, 
Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce and John Tyndall. 
£6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


BEST-SELLING TAPE! Two recorded talks by John 
Tyndall: The BNP: a movement for the new century. An 
exposition of the main BNP policies; Time for action! A 
summons to the lazy and the apathetic to stir themselves 
and get involved! £6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White Race 
patriots. Truth At Last is not a BNP publication but the 
topics are most enlightening covered as they are with 
total freedom of speech and frankness. Send £5 note for 
trial 6 month subscription. Obtainable from: Truth At 
Last, PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


NATIONAL-VANGUARD 


Serious and thoughtful magazine produced by Dr. William 
L. Pierce of the National Alliance but of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears irregularly. Send 
US$5.50 for sample. 6 issue subscription: air mail 
US$30; surface mail US$18. Remit in US currency 
only. PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, USA. 
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BNP Action 


CYCLE OF GROWTH 


Publicity... Recruitment... Organisation... 
Education... Electioneering... Publicity... 


EVERY phase of the British National 
Party’s classic cycle of growth has been 
taking place around Britain in the last 
month. From spectacular publicity in 
South Wales, to the establishment of 
another new unit in the West Midlands, 
from the latest East Midlands regional 
training seminar to electioneering in 
East London, the BNP has continued to 
advance on various important fronts. 


SOUTH WALES PUBLICITY EXPLOSION 
The nine South Wales activists who 
met in Swansea for another Day of 
Action on 7th March thought they had 
done well to have distributed a further 
3,000 copies of the special leaflet 
opposing local council plans to give 
scarce houses to Monserrat refugees, 
and given out 1,000 ‘Join Us’ leaflets 
into the bargain. But their satisfaction 
turned to delight over the next few 
days, as the BNP campaign hit the 
headlines. 

It turned out that one of the leaflets 
had landed on the doormat of the Lib- 
Dem leader of Swansea council, Peter 
Black, who promptly went squealing to 
the local press about how he was 
passing it on to the South Wales police. 


The South Wales Echo printed the 

story, which also appeared on both 
Ceefax and Teletext all over Wales, 
and was mentioned on Radio Five Live 
(on a programme which also discussed 
the BNP ‘targeting’ smaller towns such 
as Yeovil, Stockport and Mansfield. 

Then the Western Mail, which also 
circulates throughout the Principality, 
got in on the act, printing a picture of 
the silly Mr. Black holding the terrible 
leaflet and kindly displaying the BNP 
telephone number! 

In a follow-up feature the next day, 
the Western Mail showed an unusual 
degree of fairness by reporting at some 
length on the BNP’s response to the 
absurd suggestion that the leaflet was 
designed to ‘incite racial hatred’. 

Plaid Cymru attempted to join in the 
Lib-Dem and Labour grovelling for the 
South Wales immigrant vote, 
describing the BNP campaign to one 
journalist as “cowardly hiding behind 
leaflets.” Party spokesman Nick Griffin 
responded by challenging them to a 
public debate on whether Wales should 
or should not become a multi-racial 
society, with the result that the Plaid’s 
childish comment sank without trace. 


Don’t miss your monthly copy of Spearhead — Britain's premier nationalist magazine. 


Becoming a subscriber guarantees that you'll keep your collection up to date with regular 
copies ‘hot off the press.’ And income from subscriptions helps to maintain Spearhead's long 


today! 


| record of frank and fearless comment on the state of Britain and the world. So subscribe 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable): 
British Isles: £22.50 Overseas surface mail: £24.60 O Unsealed air mail Europe: 
£25.66 O Unsealed air mail Middle East, Africa, N & S America: £32.30 0 Unsealed air mail 


Australasia, Far East: £33.90 0 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If remittance is in 
any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required with cheques and money orders and 


£2.50 with banknotes. 


10-19 copies: £1.10 each; 20-49 copies: £1.00 each; 50-99 copies: 83p each; 100-199 copies: 69p 
each; 200-499 copies: 60p each; 500 copies or over: 55p each (For advice on‘postal rates please 


contact our office). 


- All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment for Spearhead in a remittance which 


includes payment for other items. - 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Perhaps the interesting feature of the 
whole very successful exercise was 
that, following the distribution of a total 
of 6,000 leaflets carrying the BNP’s 
Welsh telephone number in some of the 
once most left-wing areas of South 
Wales, there was not one hostile call in 
response. There were, however, a 
number of supportive replies, with 
several people keen to receive more 
information. 


NEW MID-STAFFORDSHIRE GROUP 
The very end of February saw the highly 
successful inaugural meeting of the Mid- 
Staffordshire Group of the BNP. Local 
members and supporters were joined by 
activists from Birmingham, Stoke-on- 
Trent and Cannock, and apologies were 
received from members of other units 
who were attending the British 
Countryman drive in London early the 
next day. 

The meeting was ably chaired by lan 
Arnold, who is the unit’s secretary. First 
on the agenda was a report on recent 
activities by organiser Neil Philips, who 
went on to set out the targets for the 
future development of the party in the 
area. Glen Arnold then gave his first 


BUILD THE BNP 
READ AND SELL 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


The monthly official BNP newspaper. 
Eight big pages packed with news and 
facts the controlled mass media don’t 
want you to get to know about. 
The latest edition focuses on issues 
affecting rural Britain and is ideal for 
mailshots to farmers and small 
businesses in country areas. 

Plus a review of the career of Enoch 
Powell, and a shocking article on the 
growth of rape as a form of racial attack. 


British Nationalist — 
the Voice of Britain! 


For sample copy, bulk rates and 
subscription details, send 3 first class 
stamps or 2 IRCs to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


by a brief question-and-answer session, 
aimed primarily at new members. 

The meeting raised over £80, and 
was followed by an enjoyablesocial. 


CONSTRUCTIVE EAST MIDLANDS 
REGIONAL SEMINAR 

Two officials from the new Mid-Staffs 
unit were among several parties of 
West Midlanders who attended a day- 
long training seminar in Coventry. This 
very constructive event was organised 
by East Midlands regional organiser, 
John Peacock. 26 activists and officials 
travelled down from Birmingham and 
South Birmingham, as well as from 
Leicester, Nottingham, Rugby, 
Bedworth and Coventry. 

After an introduction from meeting 
chairman, John Peacock, the morning 
opened with a session on leadership, 
run by Nick Griffin. This began by those 
present splitting into four groups, which 
then discussed and presented thei own 
ideas on what made good, or bad, 
leaders. Apart from giving members 
from different areas a chance to get to 
know each other and to work together, 
_ this showed those present that they 
already knew what characteristics and 
behaviour they needed to display to be 
effective leaders in their own units. 

Mr. Griffin then went on to stress the 
importance of local initiative within the 
party. “When we talk about developing 
leadership in the BNP, we’re not talking 
about John Tyndall, or me, or John 
Peacock,” he explained, “we’re talking 
about you, each and every one of you, 
becoming leaders who can inspire and 


mobilise newer supporters and activists. 


And we're talking about the units you 
build providing leadership for ordinary 
people in the communities in which you 
are based.” 

Next on the agenda was a talk by 
John Peacock on local party 
organisation. Describing how a good 
unit works, he stressed in particular the 
facts that “nothing happens unless you 
make it happen,” and “you’re not going 
anywhere without money. This is what 
makes the post of treasurer so import- 
ant, and what makes it essential that 
accounts are kept properly and that no 
Opportunity is missed to raise funds.” 

After the lunch break, John 
Peacock and BNP national organiser 
Richard Edmunds presented a practical 
‘hands-on’ workshop on the 
technicalities of fighting elections, 
including the need for total accuracy in 
the filling in of nomination papers and 
the return of expenses forms. 

This was followed by an inspiring 
talk on BNP policy and strategy by 


Coventry 
seminar: Nick 
Griffin explains 
the importance 
of developing a 
positive attitude 
and of using it 
to sink real 
roots in local 
communities. 
Seated: Richard 
Edmonds and, 
centre, John 
Peacock 


Richard Edmunds. He impressed upon 
the meeting the importance of the 
decision to contest next year’s Euro- 
elections. “These will be the first 
elections here to be fought with 
proportional representation. They have 
been crucial in the electoral advance of 
the Front National, whose progress 
provides us with both inspiration and a 
model. So even though we remain as 
opposed as ever to the EU, we’re going 
to contest those European elections.” 

Finally, Nick Griffin led the last 
session of the day, which was on the 
theme of ‘Attitude’. He stressed the 
importance of honesty, reliability, and 
of cultivating a positive, ‘can-do’ 
attitude. 

A number of those present went on 
to spend a very enjoyable evening at 
the annual dinner of the BNP’s East 
Midlands Club. Dinner at a top-notch 
Leicestershire hotel continued late into 
the night, with further discussions, 
socialising and cameraderie. 


EAST LONDON — BNP FIRST ON THE 
CAMPAIGN TRAIL 

With BNP campaign teams already out 
at least four times a week in Newham 
and Tower Hamlets, the party’s May 
elections drive has started to attract 
attention. The viciously anti-nationalist 
Newham Recorder is so alarmed by the 
party’s electoral prospects that it 
reproduced the article it ran after Derek 
Beackon’s Millwall triumph, together 
with an big editorial warning that:- 


“The local elections are still two 
months away, but already knives 
are being sharpened. And it comes 
as no Surprise that the British 
National Party are first off the 
mark. This is fertile ground for 
them... The people who peddle this 
sick propaganda are not the 
average skinhead thickos you see 
ranting and raving at 
demonstrations. These are people 
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who can write in highly seductive 
ways and who use words with 
great skill.” 


Meanwhile, traditional East Enders in 
neighbouring Tower Hamlets watched 
in alarm as thousands of Bangladeshis 
marched through the streets on 7th 
March, threatening ‘paramilitary action’ 
against any councillors who supported a 
proposal to build houses next to the 
giant East London mosque. Local 
resentment against the Muslim attitude 
is SO great that, on the night before the 
march, unknown supporters painted a 
large ‘Vote BNP’ near the mosque, 
even though the area around it was 
patrolled all night by Asians carrying 
hockeysticks. Millions of Londoners saw 
both the highly militant marchers and 
the pro-BNP slogan on TV the next 
evening. 

Despite the fact that the campaign 
has only just begun, activists have 
already met several electors who admit 
to having voted Labour four years ago 
and at the last election, but who are 
now going to vote BNP. 

Party activists in areas of the country 
where there are no elections this year 
should, of course, be helping out with 
campaigns in their own areas, but any 
with holidays to spare, or who are 
unemployed, should also consider 
spending the last week in April helping 
out in East London. Local accomm- 
odation can be provided. Anyone 
interested should call Tony Lecomber. 


BNP MUGS. Back in stock again. White 
ceramic mugs with the official logo from 
British Nationalist (Union Jack flag with 
BNP roundel overlapping). Printed in 
red, white and blue. £3.80 each or £3.30 
each if ordering more than one. For bulk 


prices or other queries please telephone 
01268 491255. All prices include p&p. 
Please make cheques/POs_ payable to 
‘BNP Southern Region’ and send to; The 
Secretary, P.O. Box 5847, Basildon, 
Essex, SS15 5BF 
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truth oad fpatiom | 


“Newspapers have to sell in order to live; so does commercial TV. That leaves the BBC as the 
only truly public service medium in this country disseminating information, entertainment, and, ine 
the case of race relations, propaganda. We are unashamed to admit it is what we are doing.” 

— Gerry Hines, BBC Programme Organiser, in Race Today 


“lam not sure what we should fear more: a street full of soldiers who are out to plunder, ora 
rooms full of writers who are used to lie.” 
— Samuel Johnson 


“There is no such thing as an independent Press in America, unless it is in the country towns. 
You know it, and | know it. 
“There is not one of you who dares to express an honest opinion. If you express an honest 
opinion, you know beforehand it would never appear in print. 
“lam paid $150 a week for keeping my honest opinion out of the paper | am connected with. 
Others of you are paid similar salaries for doing similar things. If | should permit honest opinions © 
to be printed in one issue of my newspaper, like Othello, before twenty-four hours, my 
occupation would be gone. ; 
“The business of the New York journalist is to destroy the truth, to lie outright, to pervert, i” 

_ vilify, to fawn at the feet of Mammon, to sell his race and his country for his daily bread. We are 
tools and vassals of rich men behind the scenes. We are intellectual prostitutes.” 

— John Swinton, Editor of the New York Tribune, speaking 


to the New York Press Association on Rebruary 26th, 1936. 


“Television lies. All television lies. It lies persistently, instinctively and by habit. Everyone 
involved lies. A culture of mendacity surrounds the medium, and those who work there live it, 
‘breath it and prosper by it. | know of no area of public life — no, not even politics — more 
- saturated by a professional ces apie If you want a word that takes you to the core of it, | would 
~ ‘rigged’. 
. is it dishonest for the presenter to imply that the pundit in the chair is free to offer any 
opinion, when the truth is that fifty pundits were telephoned, but only the fellow prepared to offer 
the requisite opinion was invited?” 
— Matthew Parish. British Press Awards Columnist of the Year. Daily Mail, 21st April 1996 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


For more information on our fight for free 
speech and Rights for Whites, send 50p, : 
or a larger donation, to:- ee eS Si Wovenmeuetas peanewtes 


The Secretary 
clo P.O. Box 117, Address 


WELLING 

KENT DA16 3DW 

© 0374-454893 

& http://www.webcom.com/bnp 
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